FB dx. 20, 1873. THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. 


133 








—— 

] of this JounnaL and of the Wauxty Rerortar 
ds now at 12, Cook’s-court, Carey-street, W.C. 

[he Subscription to the Souicrrons’ JounnaL ss— Town, 26s, ; 
Country 28s.; with the Weexiy Reronrszr, 52s, Payment 
in advance includes Double Numbers and Postage. Subscribers 

~ gan have their Volumes bound at the Ofice—eloth, 2s. 64.; 
half law calf, 5s. 

M luttersintended for publication in the ‘Solicitors’ Journal” 
gust be authenticated by the name of the writer, though not 
ascessarily for publication, 

Where difficulty is experienced in procuring the Journal with 
regularity in the Provinces, it is requested that application be 
made direct to the Publisher. 








— 


Che Solicitors’ Journal. 


LONDON, DECEMBER 20, 1873. 
—>—— 

We Ake AUTHORISED to state that there is no founds- 
tion for the announcement which appeared in an even- 
ing contemporary some days ago, and to which we 
referred last week, that the Railway Commissioners 
would not further sit to hear summonses for some time 
The Commissioners are always ready to hear applications. 
ad summonses, and their office (West Front Committee 
Rooms, House of Lords) is open every day from ten a.m. 
tofive p.m. for the transaction of business. We under- 
stand that the case of Goddard v. South Western Rail- 
way Company is appointed to be heard on the 22nd inst., 
and the case of Corporation of Dover v. South Eastern 
Railway Company and London, Chatham, and Dover 
Railway Company on the 6th of January next. We 





mayadd that the Commissiuners are engaged in constant 
correspondence as to matters relating to railways, and 
that several applications have been made to them con- 
ceming the approval of working agreements. 





Tus pectsion of the Chancellor of the Diocese of Lon- 
don upon the “ Baldacchino case’’ will no doubt excite 
considerable attention, and may probably be the subject 
of an appeal to the Arches Court, and thence to the 
Judicial Committee of the Privy Council. The question 
involved seems to us to be one rather of fact than of law. 
For, since the decisions of the Privy Council in Wester- 
ton v. Liddell (Moore’s Spec. Report) and Martin v. 
Mackonochie (17 W. R. 187, L. R. 3 P. C. 52), there can 
belittle, if any, question as to the principles upon which 
sucha case should be decided. Is thisproposed baldacchino 
a “ornament” of the church, or is it an architectural 
decoration only ? If it be the former it is illegal, if it 
bethe latter it is legal, just as a cross not connected 
With the communion table is legal. As an “ ornament” 
itcannot be justified, because the only ormmaments. which 
tabe permitted are those which are either prescribed by 
the first Prayer Book of Edward VI. or are consistent 
with, or subsidiary to, the services of the church. A bal- 
dechino is not among the ornaments prescribed by the 
fist Prayer Book, nor can it be considered, having regard 
to its historical character, as consistent with, or subsidiary 
to, the services of the Reformed Church. 

Theonly mode, therefore, in which it could have been de- 
cided that the erection of this canopy was legal was by hold- 

that, like standard candlesticks or crosses unconnected 

mth the communion table, it was a“ decoration " of the 
¢hurch. If Dr. Tristram could have come to this concla- 
sion in point of fact, his judgment would have been, we 
oe, at all events upon the point of mere. legality, 
favour of the applicant for a faculty. For it is clearly 
established by the cases to which we have already referred 
that the mere fact that a “decoration” has a symbolical 
Meaning does not render it an illegal decoration. Thus 
cloths may be used, varying in colour according to 

the different ecclesiastical seasons (Westerton v. Liddell, 
wi sup.), although the colour is symbolic of fast or 
The same may be said of painted windows, 

Yases of flowers, candlesticks, and the like (Phillimore, 





Eccl. Law, p. 932). Dr. Tristram decided as a question 
of fact that the baldacchino was not a mere decoration, 
but was so intimately connected with the holy table as és 
be an “ ornament” of the church. 

We do not presume to offer an opinion as to the correst- 
ness of the learned judge’s decision. Whether he be 
right or wrong, the question appears to us to be one ef 
very small importance. No new principle of law i 
enunciated. The only point for his decision was whether 
the proposed erection was an architectural “ decoration” 
or a “church ornament.” He held it to be the latter, 
and the consequence was that, acting upon the decided 
cases, he had no alternative but to refuse the faculty 
prayed for. 





Ws HAVE GREAT PLEASURE in calling the attention of our 
readers to the report which will be found in another part 
of our issue of the answer given by the Lord Chancellar 
to thedeputation from the Legal Education Association. 
No one could doubt Lord Selborne’s desire to promote 
the objects of a society which owes its existence mainky 
to his personal influence and exertions, but some may 
have feared that the numerous duties which devolve upom 
the Lord Chancellor might disable him from continuing 
the championship of the reforms promoted by the 
association. Such fears, if they ever existed, will be 


“dissipated by a perusal of his lordship’s speech é 


the deputation. He assured them of his intention ts 
lose no opportunity of furthering the purposes of the 
association, and, whilst disclaiming any intention te 
pledge his colleagues in the Cabinet, he held out strong 
hopes that a measure such as he could recommend would 
be, if not introduced, at all events supported, by the 
Government. He did not leave the subject here, for ke 
declared that whatever the Government might do, he 


| should not allow any time to pass without framing 


and circulating the draft of a bill embodying a 
working scheme for a general school of law. Ami 
although he did not enumerate the provisions which 
his bill would contain, he stated that it would proceed “im 
the lines and upon the principles laid down by the asse- 
ciation.” He also intimated that the draft, whem 
complete, would be laid before the Inns of Court, the 
Incorporated Law Society, and the Metropolitan and 
Provincial Law Association. Nodoubt the Law Society 
(in which the Association will by that time, we 
hope, be merged) will take care to obtain the opinion of 
the leading provincial law societies, so that solicitors 
may have an opportunity of thoroughly understanding 
the scope of the proposed measure, and of suggesting 
amendments, if necessary. 

It should be remembered that the resolutions submitted 
in March, 1872, by Sir Roundell Palmer to the House of 
Commons—declaring “That it is desirable that a 
general school of law should be established in the 
metropolis by public authority, for the instruction of 
students intending to practise in any branch of the 
legal profession, and of all other subjects of her 
Majesty who may desire to resort thereto,’ and “That 
it is desirable, on the establishment of such school, te 
provide for examinations to be held by examiners im- 
partially chosen, and to. require certificates of the 
passing of such examinations as may respectively be 
deemed proper for the several branches of the legal 
profession as necessary qualifications (after a time to be 
limited) for admission to practise in those branches 
respectively” —not only received the support of about 
6,000 solicitors, as individuals, but were also supported 
by the leading provincial law societies, the Metropolitan 
and Provincial Law Society, and the Incorporated Law 
Society. The adhesion of the last-mentioned. society 
was given after a full and exhaustive debate, extending 
over three days, and terminating in unanimeur 
approval of the proposal put forward by the Legal 
Education Association, subject only to the stipulations 
that examinations at the proposed school of law shoul@ 
be equally compulsory on intending members of eithe 
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branch of the profession, and that no preponderance 
should be given either to the bar or to solicitors on the 
governing body. On both questions we believe the Law 
Society represented the general feeling of solicitors, 
and the Lord Chancellor has in his public speeches 
adopted both stipulations as reasonable and proper. 





Ix THE comments which have appeared on Lord 
Selborne’s speech it has been very generally assumed 
that his avowed intention not to confine himself to the 
scheme for a general school of law, but also to deal with 
the constitution and government: of the Inns of Court, 
would, by provoking violent opposition from those 
bodies, interpose a serious obstacle to the success of the 
measure for the reform of legal education. As Lord 
Selborne intimated that he proposed to proceed in this 
matter “in accordance with the principles put forward 
in the report of the Royal Commission, which some time 
ago sat on the subject,” it becomes important to inquire 
what were the recommendations of that Commission and 
how far they are likely to excite the hostility of the 
benchers. Some of the conclusions arrived at will cer- 
tainly not have that effect. The Commissioners did not 
propose to interfere with the internal arrangements of 
the Inns, or to take away thcir independence as distinct 
societies. Nor did they recommend any alteration in 
the existing provisions as to disbarring and the 
admission of students, except that greater powers 
as to summoning witnesses and the production 
of documents should be given for the determina- 
tion of these matters. They expressed themselves 
as satisfied that the existing arrangements are “ generally 
sufficient to prevent any injurious effect to the commu- 
nity with respect to moral impropriety or misconduct in 
barristers.” As regards intellectual qualifications and 
professional knowledge, however, they found that there 
was not such security as the community is entitled to 
require, and to supply this defect they recommended the 
establishment of alaw“ university,” invested with the power 
of granting law degrees, open to all students of law, and go- 
verned by a senate consisting of thirty-two members, eight 
to be elected by each Inn, five of them being benchers 
chosen by the benchers, and the other three being 
barristers elected by the barristers. They proposed 
that the then existing arrangements as to payment 
of readers by the Inns of Court should be continued; 
that the senate should settle a table of fees to be paid by 
the students, and that any further funds which might be 
required should be provided by the Inns of Court. It 
seems that this last proposal is the only one to which any 
serious opposition could be raised, and the violence of 
such opposition would, of course, depend on the 
amount of the funds required to be provided by the Inns 
of Court. Considering, however, the outlay involved in 
the abortive scheme recently set on foot by the benchers, 
and the prospect, by widening the circle of students, of 
making the new scheme much more nearly self-support- 
ing than any previous one has been, it would not appear 
to be the interest of the benchers to offer any deter- 
mined opposition to the adoption of the general outline 
marked out by the Commissioners, whatever objections 
may be urged to the alterations which may be found 
necessary in completing and carrying out that outline, 
especially as to the composition of the governing body 
of the new law school, in respect of which, as we have 
already implied, the Lord Chancellor has intimated his 
opinion that it should be composed equally of barristers 
and solicitors. 





Tue varernt is the last legal year that will be divided 
into terms, and by the provisions of the Judicature Act, 
for the purpose of transacting such business as would, if 
the Act had not passed, have been transacted by the 
Courts in Banc, Divisional Courts may sit at any time. 
It seems probable that, at any rate to some extent, the 
amount of time during which courte will sit in Banc 
during the year will be increased under the new system, 


and that the whole of the arrangements of the coury 
with respect to sittings, &c., will be more or less altered, 
It is therefore a fitting opportunity for consider 
whether some of the inconveniences which have mags 
themselves sensible under the old system can be obviate 
by other arrangements. One great annoyance to both 
branches of the profession is the impossibility of 

in any degree certain when any case in the paper may 
come on. This, in the case of a Common Law coungg 
practising in several courts, and not, as is the case with 
equity leaders, confining himself to one court, causes 
a great deal of difficulty in avoiding engagements that 
may clash. It is very hard that when the solicitor has 
selected a counsel the case should be handed over to some 
one else not of his choice. In no other profession would 
such a thing be endured. A person employing aii artist 
of eminence to paint his portrait would not submit to be 
{ turned over to a “ devil;” nor could a great surgeon, 
when engaged to perform an operation, send a substitute 
and claim to be paid for his work. The practice alluded 
to is endured in the legal profession because of the very pe. 
culiar exigencies of the case,but itis obviously inadmissible 
so far as it can possibly be prevented, and it is question. 
able whether the arrangements made are as effective ag 
they might be in obviating the difficulty, at all events 
so far as it is caused by the uncertainty to which we 
have alluded. Of all the papers the New Trial Paper is 
that which, under present arrangements, is the source of 
the greatest uncertainty. A case may be third or 
fourth in that paper for the best part of a term—for it 
constantly happens that little or no progress is made in 
the New Trial Paper for a term—during the whole of 
which time every counsel who is in the least danger of 
being reached if a run is made in the paper, has to be in 
readiness, either personally or by deputy. He may come 
to Court to hang about while an eminent counsel whom 
the judges cannot silence, persists in taking up the time 
of the Court in the argument of a practice motion as 
to inspection or discovery, which in itself, so far as the 
difficulty of the question to be decided is concerned, 
ought to take about a quarter of an hour in discussion, but 
is spun out because it happens that the action to which it 
relates is one involving a large amount and influential 
clients are concerned. It does seem to us not impossible 
that some better arrangements might be made in this 
respect. Why should not days be fixed for motions in the 








| the Common Law Divisions indiscriminately ? 


nature of interlocutory motions only; or would it not be 
possible under the new arrangements to have one or more 
Divisional Courts sitting to hear all such motions for all 
The only 
reason why the New Trial List is associated with motions, 
while the Special and Crown Papers have clear days a8- 
signed to them, seems to be that the matters involved in 
the New Trial Paper come on in point of form as 
motions. It is difficult to arrange for any fixed order for 
the bringing on of motions, as they vary in their urgency, 
but it certainly does seem to us that it would be a very 
convenient thing if the fluctuating and uncertain element 
which they introduce in estimating the probabilities of 
any case in the paper being reached could be eliminated 





THERE HAVE BEEN a great many decisions, all of which 
it is hardly possible to reconcile with one another, on the 
question which has recently come to the surface, how 
far the answers of a witness, with respect to matters 
going to his credit, are conclusive, and how far it is ad- 
missible to contradict him by evidence. It has always 
been laid down as the guiding rule that when the matter 
goes merely to the credit of the witness, and is not 
material to the issue, the answer of the witness must be 
taken, and witnesses cannot be called by the opposite 
side on the subject. The reason is obvious—viz., that 
otherwise it would be necessary to determine a wholly 
collateral issue, and the witness would be involved in an 
inquiry as to all sorts of matters relating to his reputa- 
tion without previous notice, and without the means of 





effectually defending bimself. But when the matter 
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Desides going to the credit of the witness, is material to 
the issue, then evidence is admissible in contradiction. 
The distinction appears to come.to this: when it is 
sought to impeach the credibility of the witness’s story 
merely by impeaching the general character of the 
witness, the witness’s answer is final ; but when it is the 


~ gredibility of the story told by the witness itself that is 


impeached, thea evidence in contradiction is admissible. 

If a man professes to have been at a certain place at a 
certain time, and to have then witnessed certain events, 
it is clearly material to the truth of the story to ascertain 
by inquiry into his movements how far it is probable he 
really was where he alleges himself to have been. This 
is matter not going merely to his general credit, but to 
the credibility of the particular story which he has told. 
No doubt in some cases the substantial effect of the 
evidence depends more upon its effect on the general 
credit of the witness than its effect on the credibility of 
the story, because, if the evidence is to be believed, it 
not only shows his account to be false, but it also shows 
that he was a bad character. This, however, is what 
constantly happens in all questions of evidence. Evidence 
cannot the less be admissible because, when admitted, it 
derives its greatest weight from circumstances which 
would not per se have made it admissible. But it would 
be difficult to overrate the importance of a cautious ob- 
servance of the distinction to which we have alluded. It 
is obvious that to expose any witness who may come: 
before the Court to the necessity of having without pre- 
vious notice to defend his or her whole life and character 
from what might possibly be perjured testimony would 
be an evil even greater than occasionally shutting out 
evidence that might be material. 








PAYMENT TO A THIRD PARTY NOT PROVED 
BY HIS RECEIPT. 

The case of the Carmarthen and Cardigan Railway 
Company v. The Manchester and Milford Railway 
Company (L. R. 8 C. P. 685) illustrates (notwithstand- 
ing the actual decision) the inadmissibility of a good 
deal of evidence which in many cases is allowed to pass 
without question. 

The facts were these :—At a junction of the two com- 
panies’ lines it became necessary to use Messrs. Saxby 
& Farmer’s system for interlocking the points of the 
tails and the signals. The defendants’ company having 
tefused to make the alterations, the plaintiffs’ company 
employed Messrs. Saxby & Farmer to make them. The 
plaintiffs’ company, under the powers of the Railway 
Clauses Act, 1863 (s. 12), sued the defendants’ company 
for the amount of Messrs. Saxby & Farmer's bill, and it 
may be taken that the defendants’ company were liable. 
The only question was as to proof of payment to Messrs. 
Saxby & Farmer. At the trial evidence was given of the 
account sent to the plaintiffs’ company by Messrs. Saxby 
and Farmer. The account was put in, and the secretary 
of the plaintiffs’ company proved that after the account 
had been received by post, he sent a cheque by post to 
Messrs. Saxby & Farmer. The cashier of Messrs. 
Saxby & Farmer proved that he received a cheque 
from the plaintiffs’ secretary, and that the same was in 
due course paid into the bank (nothing more), and that 
hesent by return of post a receipt. The cheque was 
not produced, but the receipt, which purported 
to be for the sum cluimed for doing the work 

question, was produced. Its admissibility was 
objected to by the defendants’ counsel, but the judge 
allowed it to be put in and read. There was a verdict 
for the plaintiff for the amount of the bill. How all the 
other evidence came to be admitted, or how, if this 
evidence was admitted, it should have been thought 
worth while to object to the production of the receipt, 
it isnot at all easy to understand. In fact, however, 

seems to have been tho only piece of evidence ob- 
jected to, and its reception was the only ground on 
Which the rule for a new trial on the ground of the im. 





proper reception of evidence was argued. The rule was 
argued before Bovill, C.J., and Keating, Brett, and Grove, 
JJ. ‘The Chief Justice thought that the objection ought to 
prevail; the rest of the Court thought there ought not 
to be a new trial; but it would be too much to say that 
they held the receipt admissible. On the contrary, 
Grove, J., agreed with the Chief Justice in thinking it 
inadmissible, but thought it had nothing to do with the 
verdict. Keating, J., in substance held the same, for he 
thonght that the contents of the receipt were inadmis- 
sible (though how without knowing its contents it could 
be known to be a receipt at all is not very clear), but 
thought the case was proved without them. The only 
difference of opinion, therefore, between Grove and 
Keating, JJ., and Bovill, C.J., was, that the Chief 
Justice thought it could not be assumed that the receipt 
had nothing to do with the verdict, and that there ought 
therefore to be a new trial. Brett, J., however seems to 
have gone further than the rest of the Court, and ex- 
pressed himself in the following terms :— 

“The fact to be proved here was the payment of a 
sum of money by the plaintiffs to Messrs. Saxby & 
Farmer. There are other modes of mercantile 
payment even more common than the handing over the 
money; for instance, by giving a cheque and getting a 
receipt. The two facts constitute the payment. Here 
the fact of the sending of the cheque was proved by the 
person who sent it—the plaintiffs’ secretary—who was 
authorised by the plaintiffs to send it. The person who 
received the cheque—the cashier of Messrs. Saxby & 
Farmer—was called, and he proved that he received the 
cheque and that he received it as payment, 
and sent the plaintiffs a receipt for the amount by re- 
turn of post; and the plaintiffs’ secretary proved that 
he received the receipt on that day.” : 

This is a very remarkable statement. The fact of 
payment could consist in nothing but payment—thatis, 
the giving of the money on the one side, and the re- 
ceiving it on the other. If, in truth, the money was so 
given and received, then payment was made, whether any 
receipt was signed or not ; if the money was not so given 
and received, then payment was not made, and the giving 
of a receipt would not help the matter; it would be 
prima facie evidence which the facts would contradict, 
a statement or admission by the creditor which he might 
show to be mistaken or erroneous. This being the real 
nature of the transaction, it is not apparent how it is 
altered by dignifying the sending of a receipt by the 
title of a “mercantile fact.’ Nor is it clear in what 
respect a “mercantile payment” is different from a 
payment pure and simple. Had the transaction in 
question been the making of a contract, the reasoning 
would have been intelligible ; for a letter accepting an 
offer is that expression of assent which is essential to 
and in fact constitutes the contract, but the giving a 
receipt is not essential to nor does it constitute or com- 
plete a payment; all that is true of the one is false of 
the other; yet this false analogy seems to be the ground 
of the judgment. Neither, again, does the giving of a 
cheque, either with or without a receipt, constitute pay- 
ment, but the paying of the cheque so given. 

Now, if no receipt had been given, but Messrs. Saxby & 
Farmer had written to the plaintiffs to this effect, “ Hearing 
that thecauseof Cardigan and Carmarthen Railway Com- 

pany v. Milford Railway Company is coming on for trial, 
we write to say that you have paid us for the work done by 
us at A. station,” would that have been evidence? It is 
certain that it would have been far better evidence than 
the receipt produced ; for that receipt was given against 
the cheque, and the cheque, which was not produced, 
might, if produced, have appeared not to have been paid, 
but to have “no assets ” written upon it; whereas a sub- 
soquent admission would preclude that supposition, No 
doubt Messrs. Saxby & Farmer are respectable people, 
and such a letter might have been fairly taken by the 
other side as evidence; but would it be legal evidence ? 





Suppose it were a bill of exchange case, and the acceptor 
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pleaded fraud in the drawer, and want of consideration 
in the holder, would a letter from the indorser to the 
plaintiff, saying that he had received consideration, be 
evidence against the defendant? It does not need the 
eases referred to by Bovill, C.J., to show that it would 
not. Yet what real difference is there between the cases ? 

There is another observation by the same learned 
judge (Brett, J.) which seems to contain somewhat in- 
different reasoning. “If,” says his Lordship, “the 
cheque had been in court, it would clearly have been 
evidence of the payment; and in that case the receipt 
would have been unobjectionable. The person who sent 
the cheque and the person who sent the receipt having 
been both called, the evidence of the two facts did not 
make the receipt the less evidence because the cheque 
was not produced.’ Now, in fact, though a cheque, 
being merely an order by the drawer on his banker, can 
be no evidence in his favour, yet the production of a 
cheque by the drawer with the usual banking marks upon 
it showing it to have been paid, would, no doubt, have 
been accepted even by the defendants in this case, as 
(though not strictly evidence) it is universally accepted 
as good proof of payment. Why the plaintiffs had not 
armed themselves with this ordinary and simple means of 
proof it is not easy to understand; their not doing so 
would not unnaturally lead to unfavourable. inferences 
as to the bona fides of the transaction. If the cheque 
talked about, but not produced, had actually been pro- 
duced marked as paid, the receipt would have become of 
very little consequence, indeed of none at all. 

The result of the case, at any rate, is not that the re- 
ceipt was admissible, only two of the four judges who 
decided the case holding it to be so, and the reasoning of 
both being, to say the least, exceedingly obscure. 

Before parting with the case we cannot but observe 
that the phrase res inter alios acta seems very impro- 
perly to be used as expressing the ground on which evi- 
dence is rejected in this and similar cases. No doubt 
such a use of the phrase is common. In Taylor on 
Evidence (ed. 5), vol. i. p. 333-4, the author says, “The 
tule confining evidence to the points at issue not only 
precludes the litigant parties from proving any facts not 
distinctly controverted by the pleadings, but it limits 
the mode of proving even the issues themselves.” He 
speaks then of the difficulty of applying this rule so as 
“to rejectas too remote every fact which merely furnishes a 
fanciful analogy or conjectural inference, and to admit 
as relevant the evidence of all those matters which 
throw a real though perhaps an indirect and feeble light 
upon the question in issue.” Then he proceeds to say, 
‘““ The most important class of cases which are excluded 
on the ground of irrelevancy” (he italicises the word) 
“ are the acts and declarations either of strangers or of 
one of the parties to the suit in his dealings with stran- 
gers. ‘These, which in the technical language of the law, 
are denominated res inter aliosacte, it would be manifestly 
unjust to admit, since the conduct of one man under 
certain circumstances or towards certain individuals, 
varying as it will necessarily do according to the motives 
which influence him, the qualities he possesses, and his 
knowledge of the character of those with whom he is 
dealing, can never afford a safe criterion by which to 
judge of the behaviour of another man similarly situated, 
or of the same man towards other persons.” Then he 
gives instances, such as these:—In a question between 
landlord and tenant whether the rent was payable quar- 
terly or half yearly, evidence of the mode in which other 
tenants of the same landlord paid their rent was rejected. 
Where a brewer had to prove that he had supplied 
good beer to a publican, other publicans were not 
allowed to show that he had supplied them with beer of 
a superior quality. It is evident that this use of 
language, though sanctioned by custom, is most unfortu- 
nate. To take the instances given, it is plain that the 
phrase res inter alios acta in no way expresses the ground 
of the rejection of the evidence. Suppose in the first 
case the evidence had been that the landlord let a house 





—— 
to the tenant who-was a party to the cause at aq , 


rent, how could this prove that he let another house 
the same tenant at the same rent? 
res inter eosdem acta.’ Or how could the brewer 

that a particular lot of beer supplied to the defendant 
was not bad, by showing that he had supplied other beer- 
to him that was good ? Yet the same observation applies 
here. The evidence is inadmissible because it is wholly 
irrelevant; for though various instances may show the- 
nature of a course of dealing, they cannot show the way in 
which the dealing was in any particular instance carried. 
on, and that this is the real ground of its exclusion is. 
strongly shown by the case of Griffits v. Payne (i 
A. & E. 131), which is cited by the learned author in 
immediate connection with the instances already given, 
and where the evidence rejected was clearly rejected on 
no such maxim as res inter alios acta, but only because 
the bill sued on was not brought into connection with 
the forged bills. i 

The true meaning of the phrase is, that a transaction’ 
which is not done between the litigant parties cannot. 
affect the rights of that one of them who is no party to 
it, and the rule is not properly a rule of evidence at all, 
but a rule of substantive law. It means, in effect, that 
aman cannot have a burden imposed upon him, or his 
rights diminished, by the acts of strangers. 

Now in the case under discussion the question between 
the plaintiffs and the defendants was, whether payment 
of a certain sum for certain work had been made by the 
plaintiffs to a third party. This transaction was not 
immaterial on the ground that it was res inter alios acta, 
because the statutory relations between the litigant. 
parties had created a liability on the defendants con- 
tingent on this particular payment being made. The: 
plaintiffs were not in respect of this payment strangers 
to the defendants, because they had this statutory power. 


to bind the defendants, by getting the work done and . 


paying for it. The function’of the maxim implied in 
the phrase res inter alios acta was exhausted; the only 
question was whether the payment was to be proved by 
the best evidence or without it. 








LECTURES IN COLLEGIATE CHURCHES. 

Whether a layman may lecture in a church, and if 
not, how he may be legally prevented or punished, are 
questions which have been invested with an unlooked-for 
importance by the recent lecture of Professor Mar 
Miller in Westminster Abbey, delivered by the per- 
mission of the Dean. Some persons, as “Q. C.” in the 
Times, satisfy themselves with pointing to a supposed 
clear breach of the Act of Uniformity, while others 
either reply that that Act is obsolete in this particular, 
or (we think mistakenly) that the Dean is “ ordinary of 
the place,” and as such is himself sole arbiter in the 
matter. Now, section 15 of the Act (14 Car. 2, c.4, we quote 
from the revised edition of the statutes), is to the effect 
that “no person si... be permitted .. . to read any’ 
sermon or lecture... in any place of publique wor- 
shipp ” without the previous licence of the archbishop of 
the province or the bishop of the diocese. This part of 
the section was expressly left unrepealed by the recent 
Act, 28 & 29 Vict. c. 122, which repealed all the other 
words of it, so that the remaining portion may be sai 
to be the reverse of obsolete. It is, moreover, 
affirmance of Canon 51, which enacts that the Deans of 
any collegiate churches shall suffer no stranger to 
unto the people in their churches, except they be allowed’ 
by the archbishop, &e.. Section 16 then provider 
that if the lecture be delivered in a cathedral 
or collegiate church (Westminster Abbey is a col 
legiate church, see 15 & 16 Vict. c, 85, s. 8; 35 & 
36 Vict. c. 8, s. 8) the lecturer, instead of reading the 
prayers, which, by the now-repealed portion of sectiom 
15, he was bound to do in other churches, may 09 
declare his assent to the Prayer-book according to # cét 
tain form, for which that provided by 28 & 29 Vict. ¢ 


Yet this would be ~ 
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422, is now substituted in the case of “any person 
‘ghout to be licensed to any lectureship.” It may be 
doubted whether the old form is not still necessary in 
the case of an occasional lecturer not licensed to a par- 
ticular lectureship, or whether such a personage as an 
occasional lecturer has any legal existence. The lecturer 
is well known to the law, and has frequently been re- 
cognised in statutes (see especially 7 & 8 Vict. c. 59). In 
practice the post seems to have been always filled by a 
gpiritual person (see Cripps on the Clergy, p. 164). It 
might perhaps be said that section 15 applies to such 

ns only, and does not touch laymen at all. But we 
think that a reference to Canons 50 and 51. will solve 
this difficulty, and that the effect is that no unlicensed 
person whatever is to be allowed to lecture. Such is the 
more grammatical, and would seem to be the more reason- 
able construction. It may be added that the amending 
Act of 1872 relates only to divine service, and does not 
touch the point. 

However that may be, section 16 of the Act 
of Uniformity proceeds with the terrible direction 
that “if any person by the Act disabled to preach 
any lecture” shall “preach any lecture,” the per- 
gon so offending shall suffer three months’ imprison- 
ment,” and that “any two justices of the peace... 
upon certificate from the ordinary of the place made to 
them of the offence committed, shall and are hereby re- 
quired to commit the person so offending,” &. Wecan 
find no express authority, from Coke upon Littleton to 
the latest edition of Phillimore’s Ecclesiastical Law 
(1873), for the position that the Dean of Westminster 
Abbey, or any such “place of publique worshipp,” is 
“ordinary of the place.’ A dean, no doubt, has great 
powers within his cathedral—greater than those of a 
parson within his parish church. And Westminster 


Abbey in particular, being “ a Royal Chapel on a gigantic 


sale,” its dignitaries have @ certain “ independence from 
all other authority within the kingdom” (see Stanley’s 
Westminster Abbey, p. 370). But the only trace of 
mich a jurisdiction as would entitle the Dean to be 
called ordinary is to be found in the fact that wills 
were proved at Westminster about 200 years ago. 
The word ordinary is a term of art taken from 
the canon law, and is applicable only to a bishop or 
any other that has jurisdiction in causes ecclesiastical 
(Co. Litt. 96 a). Prima facie the Dean is not such, 
and we find no instance of his being called ordinary 
@nomine. Assuming, therefore, that a lecturer be not 
fortified with the episcopal or archiepiscopal licence, 


- it would seem that he lectures under the risk of imme- 


imprisonment, if only—and here is a great diffi- 
tulty—the certificate of the ordinary can be procured. 
The certificate must certify two things—(1) that the 
lecture was in fact delivered, and (2) that the lecturer 
was unlicensed. Supposing the ordinary of .the place 
to be unwilling to grant a certificate, could he 
be compelled to do so? Even if a mandamus 
would lie, the Court would probably refuse it in the 
exercise of their discretion, or from an _ opinion 
that the granting of the certificate was in the discretion 
ofthe ordinary. We cannot but think that the chance 
of the lecturer being punished is as small as his appointed 
statutory punishment is severe. 

The Dean, however, we presume, might be proceeded 
against under the Church Discipline Act (3 & 4 Vict. c. 
96,8. 3) as having offended against the laws ecclesiastical 

allowing an unlicensed person to lecture in West- 
minster Abbey in contravention of Canons 50 and 51 and 
@ the Act of Uniformity. Any peculiar privileges 
of the Dean of Westminster would scarcely protect 
him here, for by section 22 of the Church Discipline Act, 
Places, districts, or preferment exempt orpeculiarare for the 
of the Act to be subject to the jurisdiction of 

bishop within whose diocese they may be locally 
But here again the discretion of the bishop 

thight come in; for it has been held that it is within the 


under that Act (Reg v. Bishop of Chichester; 7 W. B. 
629, 2 E. & E. 209; see. Martin v. Mackonochie, 16 W. BR. 
604, 606,L. R. 2A.& E.116,123). And it would seem that 
proceedings, if any, against the Dean must be taken 
under the Church Discipline Act alone (see Ex 
Denison 3 W. R. 105, 4 E. & B. 292). So that both the 
Dean and the unlicensed lecturer will probably go um- 
punished. 

It will have. been noticed that the Act of Uniformity 
does not require letters of orders, but merely the licenee 
of the bishop or archbishop. Can the licence be legally 
given toa layman? The rule of the Canon Law is that 
no man may exercise any divine office without bei 
ordained (Phillimore, vol. 1, p.111). But the delivery of 
® lecture does not seem to come within this description 
and it may perhaps be doubted whether the very Act of 
Uniformity itself, in prescribing that no person should 
‘lecture without the episcopal licence, did not contemplate 
that any person was qualified to receive that licence. 





RECENT DECISIONS. 


——— 


EQUITY. 
Succession—LzaseHotps—Lex Dowmiciin. 
Freke v. Lord Carbery, L.C. for M. R., 21 W. B. 835, 

; L. R. 16 Eq. 461. 

In distributing the property of a deceased person whe 
died domiciled out of England, the English law adopts 
and gives effect to the rule mobilia sequuntur personam. 
It is a little surprising to find that an important question 
as to its application has only recently been determined. 
Inasmuch as leaseholds are by English law personal 
estate, it has been considered by scme writers that they 
are governed by the law of the domicile. But in Freke 
v. Lord Carbery (ubi sup.) Lord Selborne held this ides 
to be erroneous, founding his decision upon the broad 
principle that the entire soil of each State, and all the 
interests in such soil, are governed exclusively by the 
laws of that State. 





COMMON LAW. 
Deatu BY Ng&GLIGENcCE—MeEasurE oF DamacEs—ExrPern 


Rowley v. London and Nerth Western Railway Company, 
Ex.Ch., 21 W. R. 869, L. R. 8 Ex. 221. 


This case settles an important point which frequently 
arises in actions brought under Lord Campbell’s Ac& 
It has been a common practice in such actions to tender 
on the part of the plaintiff evidence of the value of am 
annuity on the joint lives of the deceased and the 
plaintiff of the amount of the plaintiff's yearly 
pecuniary interest, in the life of the deceased. Such evi- 
dence has commonly been received without objection, but 
in the present case a bill of exceptions was tendered to the 
ruling of the judge who admitted the evidence. In the 
Exchequer Chamber this ruling was (though not without 
a division of opinion) upheld, and it was further held 
that, in the absence of evidence to the contrary, the 
deceased might be presumed to be an average life. 
Notwithstanding the opinion of the minority, we cannoé 
discover anything in this rule opposed to principle. 

Tt was further held that evidence of the value of such 
annuity might be given by an accountant acquainted with, 
and{experienced in, the business of life insurance, and that 
it was not necessary that the witness should be an 
actuary. In Bristow v. Sequeville (5 Ex. 275), om the 
authority of which the doubt was raised, it was attempted 
to prove the law of Prussia by the evidence of a German 
lawyer educated at Leipsic, but who had not practised 
in Prussia. If there had been no more than this, them, 
as Leipsic University was no authorised exponent of 
Prussian law, the evidence would seem very insufficient 
The witness, was, however, the adviser of the Prussian 
consul, it must be presumed on matters of Prussian 








law, though that is not stated; whether if the nature 
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and duties of his office had been more clearly made out 
it would have made any difference, whether in fact a 
person constantly occupied in advising the mercantile 
representative of a foreign country on matters governed 
by the law of that country, would not be an admissible 
witness as to that law may be doubted ; at least our im- 
pression is that such evidence is often admitted, without 
the question being raised as to whether he has actually 
practised law within that country. The particular cir- 
cumstances which in this case made a new trial necessary 
were of no general interest, and need not be noticed here. 


Conpitions or Sat—E—Power To Rescrnp. 
Gray v. Fowler, Ex. Ch., 21 W. R. 916, L. R. 8 Ex. 249. 


We lately noticed (17 S. J. 959) a decision upon the 
common condition of sale, which provides that all objec- 
tions and requisitions not made within a specified time 
shall be deemed to be waived (Want v. Stallibrass, 21 
W. R. 685, L. R. 8 Ex. 175). The present case is a 
decision upon the equally important provision which 
commonly forms (and here did form) a clause of the 
same condition, that the vendor may rescind the contract 
if any objection is insisted upon which he is unable or 
unwilling to comply with. Shortly, the case was that 
the purchaser having made certain groundless objections, 
the vendor filed a bill to enforce specific performance ; 
that the purchaser, having then discovered the existence 
of certain documents which had not been put in the 
abstract, and which raised at least a doubt as to the 
power of the vendor to make a title, took this further 
objection by his answer, still insisting also on the former 
objections, and the vendor then elected to rescind under 
the above-mentioned condition. In the Court below it 
was held by the majority of the Court that the vendor 
was entitled to rescind on the ground of the unfounded 
objections; but from this judgment Bramwell, B., dis- 

sented, on the ground, amongst others, that the vendor 
had already, by filing his bill, elected not to rescind upon 
those objections. Upon this part of the case the Court 
of Appeal dissented from the judgment below, and 
agreed with Bramwell, B. But the question then arose, 
whether the vendor was entitled to rescind on the ground 
of the objection which was raised for the first time by the 
answer. Upon this point also Bramwell, B., with whom 
Grove, J., agreed in the Exchequer Chamber, held that he 
had uo right to rescind, on the ground that the objections 
to which the condition attached the right to rescind, were 
the same class of objections to which the previous clause 
as to waiver by twenty-one days’ silence applied—that is, 


objections arising out of the abstract delivered, and that | 


the condition could not be applied to objections arising 
aliunde. Upon ordinary principles of construction the 
reasoning on which this view is founded seems unanswer- 
able; but the majority of the Court of Exchequer 
Chamber held otherwise, and have thus decided the im- 
portant practical point that in such a condition the right 
to rescind arises upon any objections whatever which the 
vendor is unable or unwilling to comply with. With 
regard to the point discussed in the very able judgment 
of Bramwell, B., as to the meaning to be given to the 
word “unwilling,” nothing is decided. We will only notice 
that the learned Baron construes the word as meaning, 
not an arbitrary or capricious unwillingness, but a rea- 
sonable unwillingness—that is, reasonable with regard 
to the transaction itself. 

With reference to the point as to the determination of 
an option by mere lapse of time, which we recently com- 
mented on in these columns (ante p. 3), it may be ob- 
served that in the present case (though it became 
unnecessary to decide anything, because it was held that 
the lapse of time was not unreasonable) it seems to have 
been the opinion of the Court that an unreasonable lapse 
of time, without exercising the option to rescind, might 
determine the option. But, then, what is the test of un- 
reasonableness Will any lapse of time produce this 
effect unless the other party was from its length ertitled 
to consider the option as determined, and to act accord- 





ingly, and has so acted in fact? (see Morrison v. Universg} 
Marine Insurance Company, 21 W. R. 774, L. R. 8 Bx 
197, and ante p. 4). 





Marrizp Womay. 
Jones v. Cuthbertson, Ex.Ch., 21 W. R. 919, L. R. 8 
Q. B. 504. 
The decision in this case, which we noticed at length 
(16 S. J. 424), has been affirmed in the Exchequer 
Chamber. 





ADMIRALTY. 
Master’s WaceEs—MARSHALLING ASSETS. 
The “ Eugenie,’ Adm. 21 W. R. 957. 


Where a master, being part owner, has made himself 
personally liable for necessaries supplied to the vessel, 
his claim to wages will be postponed to that of the 
person who supplied the necessaries (Jenny Lind, 20 
W. R. 895, L. R. 3 Adm. £29.) And so where the master 
makes himself personally liable on a bottomry bond 
binding the ship and freight only, he will be post. 
poned to the bottomry bondholder (The Jonathan 
Goodhue, Sw. 524; The William, 6 W. R. 871, Sw. 346) 
But where a bottomry bond which binds the master 
binds ship, freight, and eargo, “there is no reason why 
the owners of cargo should be benefited at the expense 
of the master,’ and the master is entitled to have the 
assets marshalled so as to throw the bondholder on the 
cargo, so far as may be necessary for the satisfaction of 
his own claim on ship and freight (Zdward Oliver, 
L. R. 1 Adm. 379, 15 W. R. Adm. Dig. 27). In the 
present case the same state of facts occurred as in the 
Edward Oliver, and the same rule was followed. It was 
sought to distinguish that case on the ground that there 
the owners of the cargo had given bail in the suit; but 
though it is true that circumstance occurred there, it 
was clearly not the ground of the judgment, and the 
Court refused to allow the distinction; nor did it admit 
the force of the still slighter distinction (the force of 
which it is indeed not easy to appreciate) that the 








owners of cargo had here taken up the bond. 








REVIEWS. 
LAWS OF THE UNITED STATES. 
Manual of the Laws and Courts of the United States, 

and of the several States and Territories, with a 

Directory of Reliable Practising Lawyers. Edited by 

Horace Anprews, A.M., of the New York Bar. New 

York: Andrews, Gibson & Batemarw London: 

Stevens & Haynes. 

A directory of “ reliable practising lawyers” is some- 
what of a novelty, and we turned with considerable in- 
terest to this work to see what might be the tests applied 
to ascertain whether a practitioner merited this title. 
We found the process adopted very simple. 

It appears that in New York there exists a “ Mer- 
chant’s Law and Collection Association,” the object of 
which is stated to be to “collect past due claims, in- 
vestigate titles to real estate, pay taxes, settle estates, 
and transact every description of legal business in all 
parts of the United States by resident members in the 
various counties.” Of this association Messrs, Andrews, 
Gibson, & Bateman, “ attorneys and counsellors-at-law,” 
and the publishers of this work, are apparently the centre. 
The “reliable practising lawyers” referred to in the title 
of the book are described as the “ members and corres. 
pondents” of the association—that is, we presume, the 
agents through whom Messrs. Andrews & Co. “collect 
claims” and “pay taxes.’ And Mr. Horace Andrews in his 
preface expresses his confidence that the fact that a name 
is found upon the list of these members and correspon- 
dents “ will come to be regarded as a sufficient guarantes 
of the promptness and reliability of the person named. 
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Asto this it might not be undesirable to have the opinion 
of the numerous lawyers who do not happen to be corres- 
pondents of Messrs. Andrews & Co., and whose names 
therefore are not included in the list. 

The other contents of the book are intended to furnish 
astatement of the law on certain specified subjects in 
all the States and Territories of the United States. The 
work opens with an account of the Federal Courts and 
their jurisdiction, and then follow short summaries of 
the laws of each State or Territory relating to civil 
actions, deeds, wills, and many other subjects. Among 
other matters treated of is the legal rate of in- 
terest in the different States, which seems 
yary considerably. In one the legal rate is twelve 
per cent., in nine it is ten per cent., in three 
eight per cent., in nine seven per cent., and in no fewer 
than twenty-three six per cent. Only in one State 
(Louisiana) is the legal rate so low as five per cent. One 
very general provision in the laws of the States is that 
mechanics shall have a lien for their wages on buildings 
erected by them. In Louisiana farm labourers have a 
lien on the crops raised for the price of their labour, and 
in Maine “ any person who works in a lime rock has a lien 
thereon,” which continues for thirty days after the rock 
is burned into lime. 
taxes on the real estate on which they are assessed, and 
in some unpaid taxes bear fifteen per cent. interest, and 
ten per cent. is also added as a penalty on taxes unpaid 
on the Ist of January of each year. In Missouri if the 
taxes are not paid in sixty days after the third Monday 
of December following the above date, any person may 
purchase the lien of the State by paying the amount 
due, and may then charge the owner interest at twenty- 
five per cent. per annum. After two years and within 
four years after his purchase, he may enforce his lien 
against the land by an action, and upon judgment may 
sell the land absolutely. 

The work contains within a short compass information 
which may be of service to English lawyers who have 
occasion to transact business in any of the States of the 
Union. As to the accuracy of the statements it contains 
we cannot judge, but most of the summaries have been 
ening by local practitioners, whose names are prefixed 
to them. 
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The Record states that the Worshipful James Thomas 
law, Chancellor of the Diocese of Lichfield, has resigned 
the office of Diocesan Chancellor, which he has held for 
fifty-two years, The Bishop of Lichfield has appointed as 

. Law’s successor Bishop Hobhouse, late of Nelson. 


The Gazette announces that Sir John Duke Coleridge, 
t., and Dr. Lyon Playfairhave been sworn of her Majesty’s 
Privy Council, and that the honour of knighthood has been 
conferred on Henry James, Nsq., Q.C., M.P., her Majesty’s 
rney-General ; on William George Granville Venables 
Vernon Harcourt, Esq., Q.0., M.P., her Majesty's Solicitor- 
eral; on Charles Hall, Esq-, a Vice-Chancellor ; on 
Archibald Paull Burt, Esq., Chief Justice of the Colony of 
Weatern Australia; and on William Henry Doyle, Esq., 
Chief Justice of the Babama Islands. 
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NOTES. 


On Monday last a question of considerable importance 
as to the construction of the composition clauses of 
the Bankruptcy Act, 1869, was decided by the Chief 
Judge in Bankruptcy, in a case of Re Glover. Section 126 
enables the creditors of a debtor unable to pay his debts to 
resolve by an extraordinary resolution that a composition 
shall be accepted in satisfaction of their debts, and the 
resolution, when passed by the prescribed majority and 
registered, is binding upon all the creditors mentioned in 
the debtor’s statement. The section farther provides that 
the creditors may, by an extraordinary resolution, add to 
or vary the provisions ofany composition previously accepted 
by them, ‘‘ without prejudice to any persons taking interests 
under such provisions who do not assent to such addition 
or variation,” and the resolution, when registered, is to 
have the same consequences as the original resolution 
accepting the composition. In Re Glover the creditors of 
some liquidating debtors resolved to accept a composition 
of eleven shillings in the pound, payable in three instal- 
ments of 5s., 3s. 6d., and 2s. 6d. The first instalment was 
duly paid. Just before the second became due, a large 
claim against the debtors, which they had been advised was 
unfounded, was established, and they were ordered to pay 
the composition of five shillings in respect of it into court. 
The consequence was that they were unable to meet the 
second instalment when it became due. They thereupon 
summoned a statutory meeting of their creditors, and an 
extraordinary resolution was passed reducing the second 
instalment from 3s. 6d. to 2s. in the pound, which latter 
snm was to be accepted in lieu of the 38. 6d. A 
dissentient creditor brought an action against the debtors 
for the balance of his original debt, after deducting the 
first instalment of the composition which he had received. 
The judge of the County Court granted an injunction to 
restrain the prosecation of this action, and the Chief Judge 
affirmed this order. His Lordship was of opinion that the 
word “ persons ” in the proviso above quoted is used in con- 
tradistinction to “ creditors,’ pointing at third parties 
who may be interested under the provisions of the compo- 
sition originally agreed to, such, for instance, as the 
assignees of promissory notes given to secure the pay- 
ment of the instalments of the composition. He -was 
of opinion that the creditors are bound by the second 
extraordinary resolution just as fully as they are bound by 
the original one, and that, if it were not so, the provisions 
of the section would be nugatory. 


A novel and pleasing circumstance, remarks the Irish 
correspondent of the Zimes, occurred on Wednesday in the 
Court of Chancery Appeal at Dublin. The Lord Chancellor 


| and Lord Justice concurred in affirming a decision of the 


Vice-Chancellor; and the Lord Justice, in giving his decision, 
paid a compliment to his colleague, observing that it was 
not necessary for him to occupy the public time in giving 
jndgment at any length after hearing the able statement of 
the facts and the law made by the Lord Chancellor. “ It is 
hoped,” adds the correspondent, “ that the incident may 
prove an omen of more amicable relations in future between 
the two members of the Coart.”” Wecan only add a fervent 


| Amen, 


The appointment of Attorney-General Williams to the 
Chief Justiceship of the United States is condemned by 
the Albany Law Journal. The qualifications of the new 
judge, says our contemporary, “so far as experience goes, 
may be estimated from the following sketch of his career : 
He was born in Columbia county, N.Y., in 1823, was 
admitted to the bar in 1844, went to Iowa, and was, in 
1847, elected Judge of the first district court of that State, 
which position ke held until 1853, when he was appointed by 
President Pierce Chief Justice of the Territory of Oregon. 
He wns re-appointed in 1857, but soon after resigned and 
resumed practice at the bar, In 1864 he was elected to 
the United States Senate, where he remained until 
appointed Attorney-General. Nine years’ practice at the 
Bar, and nearly eleven years’ occupation of the bench, 
make up the term of his apprenticeship to the law prior 
to his becoming Attorney-General, We have taken the 
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pains to examine the three volumes of Green’s Reports, and 
filma that nearly fifty per cent. of his decisions while on 
abe district bench of Iowa were reversed by the Supreme 
@eart. His opinions as Chief Justice of Oregon are all 
entained in the first volame of Oregon Reports, and are, 
with scarcely an exception, on questions of trifling import- 
amee. That he is a lawyer of more than average capacity, 
and a man of integrity and honour, is no doubt true ; but 
abat he is fitted either by education, experience or ability 
faz the office of Chief Justice, very few will believe.” 








GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE. 


Rep TapE IN THE CHANCERY Pay Orrice. 
[Zo the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 

Sir,—The following case may interest your readers :— 
A power of attorney for the purpose of receiving dividend, 
lately bespoken by me at the Paymaster-General’s office, 
purported to be given by S. B. and M. B. the younger, 
to myself, and was duly executed by the said persons, 
the latter, however, signing his usual signature, i.e. 
“M. B.,” without adding the words “the younger.” 
The signatures were duly verified by affidavit annexed to 
the power, which stated in distinct terms that the signa- 
ture “ M. B.” was the signature of “ M. B.” the younger. 

On applying for the cheque the Paymaster-General 
refused to act under this power unless I got M. 8. to add 
the words ‘the younger” to his signature. This I declined 
to do, seeing no good reason why he should be asked to 
sign in any manner other than with his usual signature. 
I argued with the Paymaster-General that if a person 
mamed in a power as John Jones were to sign his name 
“J. Jones,” payment under such power might with equal 
wenson be refused, cn the ground that the person sign- 
img “J. Jones” might be one James Jones, notwithstanding 
theaffidavit might declare that the signature was that of 
John Jones ; but, failing to convince him, I sent the power 
and affidavit to the Lord Chancellor, witha statement of 
the facts, and his Lordship, through his secretary, having 
mitimated to the Paymaster-General that, in his opinion, 
the power was sufficiently executed to be acted upon, I 
have, after considerable delay, numerons attendances, and 
ecrrespondence, arrived at the position I should have been 
im at the ontset, and have received the cheque. 

j make no complaint against individuals, having received 
perfect courtesy from all parties. I opposed the require- 
ment of the Paymaster-General because it seemed to me 
that a system which required a man to sign his name con- 
trary to his usual practice was vexatious, and I hope I have 
thereby succeeded in preventing this vexation reaching 
others. JOHN NicHotas Mason, 

7, Gresham-street, Dec. 18. 





THe New Scare or Commission. - 
[Zo the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 

Sir,—The objections raised to the proposed scale 
of commission show very forcibly the difficulties 
which have beset the committee to whom ite preparation 
was entrusted. But I should be sorry if the Council were 
40 revert to the old seale of 1871, and to confess their 
mability to suggest a reasonable scale for average busi- 
wess affecting sums of £500 and under. At the same 
time there appears to be a general opinion that the pre- 
sent scale should be somewhat increased for smaller 
transactions, and no doubt the Council will give dune 
weight to what bas appeared on the subject, especially to 
the letters from “ A Solicitor of Thirty Years’ Standing.” 

1 do not feel called upon to accept Mr. Mason’s challenge 
and to tell him what his charges ought to be. He is well 
qnalified to take care of bimself, but I doubt whether as a 
vale in a purchase for £170 clients would, if the matter 
were explained to them, require such an investigation as 
that which be appears to have made. In a similar case in 
whieh upwards of 400 sheets of abstract were delivered to 
me, a8 solicitor for a purchaser at £1,200, my client, at m 
suggestion, wrote me a letter requesting me not to investi- 
gate the title and releasing me from all responsibility in 
eumection with it. 

1 do not consider the scale errs on the side of excess, 








and it is much less than the rate claimed by ang 

allowed to auctioneers, who have no responsibility wha, 

ever. Ifthe rate for transactions under £500 be some. 

what increased, the scale would in my humble opinigg 

prescribe with considerable accuracy the remuneration to 

which solicitors are fairly eutitled. L. G. B 
Dec. 13. 





LreaL Epucation. 
[ To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 

Sir,—A deputatien of the Legal Education Association 
waited on the Lord Chancellor a few days ago to seek hig 
Lordship’s aid in carrying out the objects of the associa. 
tior, the principal of which is the establishment of g 
school of law for the instruction of students intending to 
practise in any branch of the legal profession. 

The subject of legal education is, I hope, one of-suff. 
cient interest to justify me in asking you to find room for 
a few remarks which the reply of the Lord Chancellor to 
the deputation has suggested. 

No one will, [ suppose, deny the importance of afford. 
ing opportunities for study to intending members of the 
profession. That solicitors generally do not possess go 
extensive and accurate a knowledge of law as they ought 
may be readily admitted. That this want of knowledge 
is dueto want of instruction and education while they 
are in their articles is also true—and it may be said to 
follow that the establishment of a school of law will 
supply a want that has been long felt, by enabling intend- 
ing solicitors to study law scientifically and to master its 
principles. All this is very true, but is there no fear that 
in our zeal for legal education we shall go to the other 
extreme? A knowledge of law is miost important fora 
practising solicitor, but itis by no means all he has to 
learn. Apart from the duties ofan advocate—for advocacy 
is at present confined to a very small part of the profes. 
sion—it is of the highest importance that a solicitor 
should possess habits of business, temper, tact, know- 
ledge of the world; and, above all, the most unimpeach- 
able integrity. I do not attempt to sketch the character 
of the perfect solicitor—the term attoraey as applied to 
the profession will soon be obsolete—but your readers 
will Iam sure agree with me that a mere knowledge of 
law is but one of the: qualifications of a solicitor. How 
then is the student to acquire a practical knowledge of 
his profession, and of the duties he will have to perform, 
to cultivate the habits and tone of mind which are of 
so much importance? By serving articles of clerkship 
as at present ; for I venture to assert that the training a 
youth of fair abilities will obtain in the office of a solicitor 
of good practice may and ought to be of greater value 
than any amount of law acquired by attendances at 
lectures or by reading books. Let me repeat, I do not 
underrate the importance of the study of treatises or 
undervalue the usefulness of lectures, but they can only 
teach the pupil one part, and, as I think, not the most 
important part, of what he ought to learn. 

What I would suggest is that, contemporaneonsly with 
the establishment of a school of law, some steps should be 
taken to enforce as far as possible the instruction of ar 
ticled clerks by their principals. I am fully aware that 
without the co-operation of the profession any such reform 
is impossibie, but I would ask such of your readers as have 
or have had articled clerks if they have concerned them- 
selves as much as they might have done about the welfare 
of those clerks. 

When a solicitor takes an articled clerk without any 
premium, and still more when he pays such clerk 8 
salary, I can quite understand that be feels himself free 
from all responsibility. But when a premiam is paid I 
venture to say it is the duty of the gentleman who receives 
that premium to teach and instruct his pupil, and nob 
merely allow him to pick up his profession as best he can 
Yet I fear it is too much the custom for the articled clerk 
to receive no further instructions than such as may 
him to draw simple instruments, and attend to matters of 
no great difficulty. I fancy few solicitors ever think of 
pre. a text-book with their pupils, much less of devol 
ing two or three hours in the week to this kind of instru 
tion, nor do they even encourage their pupils to read, 
to come to them for assistance when they need it. I know I 
shall be told that it would be impossible for solicitors in 
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large practice to find time to do anything of the kind, and 
that if any such instruction were deemed essential for 
gtticled clerks, none but solicitors in small practice would 
pave an articled clerk in their office. I think, however, I 
am justified in saying that every solicitor might if he 

d, find sufficient time to direct his clerk’s studies, or 
might at least take care that they were attended to by his 
managing clerks. The instruction thus obtained, combin- 
ing theory with practice, and a knowledge of the profession 
with a knowledge of the world, would be far more valuable 
than any learning acquired from books or lectures or ata 
law university, though the law university might be a useful 
supplement. 

Again, are articled clerks sufficiently looked after in 
other ways? Do their principals insist on their regular 
attendance, or do they teach them the most important of all 
lessons—to obey. If the profession would insist on regular 
attendance, and systematically refuse to give the certificate 
required by the Incorporated Law Society in cases where 
attendance had been irregular, a habit most pernicious in 
its consequences would not be acquired by clerks in their 
articles. I mean the habit of never sticking to work for 
several consecutive hours—a habit which often developes 
into such restlessness as to render it most irksome for the 

titioner to sit for six or eight consecutive hours at his 


Iam afraid I have occupied more space than I should 
have done, but I was anxious to urge the supreme import- 
ance of the knowledge that can only be obtained by service 
under articles—supplemented by any university or other 
training that may be thought desirable—so as such train- 
ing be not substituted for articles of clerkship. It it were 

ible to prohibit solicitors in very small practice from 
taking articled clerks—and, still more, if members of the 
profession, whose conduct is not such as to command re- 


' spect, could be prevented from being the instructors of the 


fature generation of solicitors, I believe a greater reform 
would have been inaugutated than the Legal Education 
Association can ever accomplish. I am quite aware that 
to do this would be impracticable, but I am satisfied that 
the true way to raise the status of the profession, and 
tender its members more worthy of the position they 
coupy, is to enforce a more extensive knowledge of their 
duties, both of theory and of practice, and to insist as 
stringently as possible on steady application during articles 
of clerkship of every candidate for admissivn. An examina- 
tion three times as severe as the present one might be 
something of a test. One, &c. 








COURTS. 


COUNTY COURTS. 
MANCHESTER. 
(Before J. A. RussEtt, Esq., Q.C., Judge.) 
Dec. 12.—Ex parte Nield. 
Manchester Municipal Election—Form of order for produc- 
tion of ballot papers, $c. 

This was an application for an order to make absolute 
@rule nisi granted on the 10th ult. with reference to the 
production of the counted and rejected ballot papers, 
counterfoils, marked register of voters, and other docu- 
ments used in the election, for the purposes of the forthcom- 
ing sorutiny. 

Ambrose appeared for the petitioner; Zalbot (Deputy 
Town Clerk) for the Town Clerk; Grundy for the return- 
ing officer ; and Chorlton for Mr. Batty, one of the re- 
‘spondents to the petition. 

Ambrose moved to make the rule absolute. He thought 
‘that it would bardly be necessary to trouble his Honour 
‘with details, inasmuch as the representatives of the 
parties interested had agreed upon a form of order. 

Talbot, on behalf of the Town Clerk, assenting :— 

His Honour directed an order to be drawn up to the 
‘effect that the Town Clerk should procuce to the petitioner 
‘and respondent respectively, and to their respective 
‘attorneys and agents, at the Town Hall, on the 22nd 
instant, and on such following days (Sundays excepted) 
@s the parties might require, the following books, papers, 
‘and documents—viz., 1, the rejected ballot papers relating 





to the said election for Exchange Ward ; 2, the counter- 
foils of the ballot papers relating to the same election; 3, 
the counted ballot papers; 4, the ballot paper account ; 
5, the unused and spoiled ballot papers; 6, the tendered 
ballot papers ; 7, the tendered votes list and list of votes 
marked by the presiding officer, and statement of the 
number of the voters whose votes are so marked by the 
presiding officer under the heads “ physical incapacity,” 
‘Jews,’ “unable to read,’ and the declaration of 
inability to read; 8, the marked copy of the register 
of voters for the election for the office of councillor, 
which was holden on the said first day of November 
in each of the following wards of the city of Manchester, 
namely :—Exchange, St. Clement’s, New Cross, All 
Saints, St. George's, Medlock-street, Ardwick, and 
Cheetham Wards, and the burgess roll for the said 
city of Manchester. The order proceeded: “That Sir Joseph 
Heron do at or upon the said production and inspection, 
in the presence of the parties authorised to attend the 
inspection, unseal all and every the packets and parcels 
wherein the before-named books, papers, documents, and 
other articles are enclosed or contained, and that he the 
said Sir Joseph Heron do by himself, or by some person 
or persons to be by him appointed for the purpose, attend 
on such production and inspection during the whole time 
thereof; and, further, that the said Sir Joseph Heron 
and such other persons shall take and use all such proper 
measures and precautions as he shall deem necessary, in 
order that the mode in which any particular elector has 
voted shall not be discovered, and in order that all such 
books, papers, and documents as are to be produced 
and inspected shall be safely kept from loss, damage, or 
other matter or thing whereby the same or any of them 
shall be injured, prejudiced, or altered in any wise.” 


BRIGHTON. 
(Before F. H. Lasceties, Esq., Deputy Judge.) 
Dec. 11.—Smith v. Angiv’. — 
Sheriff's fees—Action against attorney for. 

This was an action by the-officer of the Sheriff of Sussex 
to recover £6 12s., his costs and charges on a levy made 
under the following circumstances :— 

On the 10th of June last defendant, who is a London 
attorney, caused a writ of ji. fa. to be issued, and lodged 
with the town agent of the sheriff to recover the amount 
of a judgment debt and costs in an action the defendant 
in which resided at Brighton. The following day, the 
1lth June, the defendant (Angove) received a telegram 
from the officer in the following words :—‘‘ Joknson and 
Others v. Graham. Notice served on one Graham ; filed hig 
petition for liquidation yesterday. Under these circum- 
stances, telegraph reply whether I am to seize or not.” 
The reply to this telegram was as follows :—“ Seize by all 
means.” The officer having been served with restraining 
order, wrote to Mr. Angove on the 17th June, requiring to 
know whether he should keep his bailiff in until the re- 
straint expired, on the 2nd July, or whether he should at 
once Withdraw, and to this Mr. Angove replied on the 21st 
Jane stating that “the sheriff must exercise his own 
discretion regarding the writ.” The officer did not 
however go out until the 2nd July, on which day Graham's 
creditors passed a resolution to wind up his affairs in 
liquidation, of which due notice was given. Applica- 
tion was then made to Mr. Angove by the officer for 
payment of his costs and charges, the items of which were, 
levy fee £1 1s., telegram 1s., possession money, twenty-two 
days at 5s. per day, £5 10s.—total£612s. Mr. Angove 
repudiated all liability, and this action was the result. It 
should be mentioned that the return to the writ was wulla 
bona. 


Lamb, for the plaintiff, read and commented on the case 
of Newman v. Merriman, 26 L. T. 397; 20 W. R. C. L. Dig. 
78, which he believed would be relied on by the defendant, 
and distinguished the present case from it, alleging special 
employment arising out of the defendant's reply to 
plaintiff's telegram of the 11th June as the ground of such 


distinction. In Newman v. Merriman no such employment 
could be alleged, but in this case he contended his client had 
a right of action as on a quantwm merust for services ren- 
dered. Also, benefit to the execution creditor might have 

esulted from the acts of the officer, as in the case of a 
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composition being agreed upon, or the proceedings wholly 
falling thrcugh. 

Angove defended in person, and urged—Ilst, That the 
leyy was abortive ; 2ndly, that the officer must be taken as 
acting throughout on the original instructions derived 
under the writ, and 3rdly, that no express employment 
was proved. In support of the first point the file of 
proceedings in Graham’s liquidation and the sheriff’s return 
were put in, and Newman v. Merriman cited; and it was 
submitted that that case must govern the present one, 
should his Hononr be of opinion that no express employ- 
ment was proved. In support of the second and third 
points it was contended that the admission that the writ 
was duly lodged was sufficient to connect the officer with 
the sheriff as his servant thoughout (see yer Lord Abinger, 
C.J., Shepherd v. Wheble, 8 Car. & P. 535; Ramsay v. Eaton, 
10 M. & W. 22). The telegram of the 11th June, sent off 
by one of the defendant’s clerks, was a mere expression 
of opinion as to the best course to be adopted, and no 
instructions had been given by defendant ; seizure being 
made after petition filed no benefit could arise from it, 
and the sheriff should have exercised a proper discretion. 

His Honour said—I have givena great deal of atten- 
tion to this case. I need not recapitulate the facts as 
they are so fresh. I must, however, refer for a 
moment to these dates and these telegrams. The first 
telegram to which I need refer is that dated the llth 
June, from Mr. Smith to Mr. Angove, and the reply of 
the same date, of which the only pertinent words are 
“Seize by all means.” After that the sheriff’s officer 
wrote on the 13th June that he didn’t see any object to 
be gained by bis continuing in possession ; but no reply is 
received tothis. The next documents that come before 
me are a letter, and also a telegram of the 17th June, 
from the sheriff's officer, ‘‘Shail [ withdraw my bailiff or 
not?” Then comes the letter of the 21st June from the 
defendant. ‘“ The sheriff must exercise his discretion re- 
garding the writ of f. fa.’ I don’t think it necessary for 
me to refer to any other document. Now, there is no 
doubt that it is an axiom of law that an attorney is not 
liable to a sheriff’s officer unless Jabour has been performed 
beneficial to him; but the defendant has admitted here 
that if any express contract is made an attorney is liable. 
The question for me to consider is whether or not any ex- 
press contract was implied in that telegram, and I am 
distinctly of opinion that there is an express contract— 
the words are “‘ seize by all means.” As early as the 13th 
of June, Mr. Smith wrote to Mr. Angove, “I don’t see 
any object to be gained by keeping me in possession,” and 
at last, but not until the 21st June, some further corres- 
pordence takes place, when Mr. Angove, wishing to. wash 
his hands of the whole thing, writes and says that the 
“sheriff must exercise his own discretion regarding the 
writ of fi. fa.’’ I shall find for the plaintifffor possession 
up to the 21st June, but no longer. 





Warwick, 
(Before J. B. Panny, Esq., Q.C., Judge.) 
Nov. 14.—Re Newcomen. 

Bankruptey Act, 1869, s. 126—Composition—-Tender by send- 
ing Post-office order in reyistered letter—Delay in delivering 
the letter. 

This was an application for an injunction to restrain Mr. 
Hayward Jennings from proceeding with an action he had 
commenced in the Birmingham County Court, against Mr. 
John W. Newcomen, to recover the sum of £19 5s. 5d. It 
appeared from the affidavit of Mr. Newcomen that on the 
3rd March Jast he filed a petition in the Warwick County 
Court for the liquidation of his affairs by arrangement. 
The creditors agreed to accept eight shillings in the pound, 
in three eqnal instalments, at four, eight, and twelve 
months. On the 2nd April promissory notes were given to 
each of the creditors for the three dividends, but the notes 
did not contain any directions where or how they were to 
be paid. On the 5th August, when the first instalment be- 
came due, Mr. Newcomen drew a Post-office order for 
£2 11s, 4d., the amonnt of the promissory note, to Mr. 
Jennings. This Post-office order he sent in a registered 
letter to Mr. Jennings, by the ten o'clock morning mail for 
Birmingham, and in the ordinary course it ought to have 
been delivered there in the afternoon, The same day the 





promissory note given to Mr. Jennings was presented to 
Mr. Newcomen by a clerk from Messrs. Greenwayg 
bank, who was informed that the money had al 

been remitted by Post-office order. The next day Mr, 
Newcomen received a letter from Mr. Jennings, returning 
the Post-office order and the promissory notes for the two 
last dividends, with an intimation that he should now 
decline to accept any composition, and that unless he 
received a cheque for the full amount of his debt, £19 5s. 5d, 
he should commence an action for the whole of his origina) 
debt. This action, it appeared, was commenced in. the 
Birmingham County Court, on the 20th September, and the 
ers application was for an injunction to restrain Mr, 

ennings from proceeding further with the matter. 

Sanderson, for the applicant. ‘ 

Rosher, for Mr. Jennings, argued that there had been no 
legal tender of the dividend due to Mr. Jennings, as it ought 
to have been made in coin, and that the dividend was not 
even tendered by Post-office order at the stipulated time, 
as the letter was really not delivered, as he could prove by 
the Birmingham postmaster, until the 6th August, whereas 
the dividend was due the previous day. He contended that 
the original right of Mr. Jennings to sue for the full amount 
of his debt was revived, and that the Court ought not to 
interfere to restrain him from doing so. 

His Honour said the dividend was virtually tendered by 
the Post-office order, which ought to have arrived on the 
very day that the money was due. If the object of Mr, 
Jennings had been merely to recover his dividend he would 
have been perfectly satisfied. If debtors were to be snapped 
up in this way, and caught hold of i» a moment, it would 
scarcely be possible to carry out any airangement under the 
liquidation clauses of the Bankruptcy Act, which were 
intended to be for the mutual benefit of the debtor and his 
creditors. Where the creditors resided at a distance it was 
hardly possible for a dividend to be tendered in the strictly 
legal manner. He could not look upon this as a conscien- 
tious proceeding on the part of Mr. Jennings; and it was 
certainly desirable that the estate should not be involved in 
litigation, as it would interfere with the arrangement made 
for the benefit of the creditors at Jarge. He should, there- 
fore, grant the injunction applied for, restraining Mr, 
Jennings from proceeding further with the action he had 
commenced against Mr. Newcomen in the Birmingham 
County Court. 

See the observations of James, L.J., at the close of his 
judgment in Ex parte Hodge, in re Hatton, 20 W. R. 978.— 
Ep. 8. J.] 

eee 


APPOINTMENTS. 





Mr. Witt1aM Burrines, Jun., solicitor, of Wellington, 
Somerset, has been elected Clerk to the new Local Board 
of Health of that town. 


Mr. Joun Grananm, solicitor, Sunderland, has been 
elected Coroner for the Chester Ward of the county of 
Durham, in succession to Mr. J. M. Favell. Mr. Graham 
was admitted an attorney by the Court of Common Pleas 
of Durham in 1855, and by the Court of Qneen’s Bench in 
1860, 

Mr. Samvet Jonn Toms, solicitor, of Droitwitch, 
Worcestershire, has been elected ‘'own Clerk of that 


borough, in succession to his father, Mr. Samuel Tombs, 
resigned. 





Sir Ancuipatp Pavitt Burt, Chief Justice of Western 
Australia, who was knighted on the 12th inst., was called 
to the bar at the Middle Temple in Michaelmas Term, 
1845, and began practice at the island of St. Christopher, 
in the West Indies. He was Attorney-General of St. 
Christopher from 1849 to 1860, having also been a member 
of the administrative committee of that island. In July, 
1860, he was appointed civil commissioner and chairman of 
Quarter Sessions in Western Australia, and became Ob 
Justice of that colony in 1861. The salary of the Chief 
Justice of Western Australia is £1,000 per annum, 

Sir WituiaM Henny Dorie, Chief Justice of the Bahamas, 
who was also knighted on the 12th inst., was called to the 
bar at the Middle Temple in Trinity Term, 1846, and was 
registrar of the Court of Bankruptcy at the Bahamas from 
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1847 to 1858. During that period he held several appoint- 
ments, having been acting police magistrate in 1847, and 
in the same year was judge advocate of the militia. In 
1850 he served as acting advocate-general, and was secre- 
sary to the local board of education from 1847 to 1850. 
He was acting colonial secretary from July, 1853, to 
October, 1854, and wasa member of the House of Assembly 
from 1848 to 1858. In December, 1853, he became a 
member of ithe Executive Council of the islands, 
in which office he continued till December, 1865, when he 
pecame President of the Legislative Council. In 1858 he 
was nominated assistant-justice of the Bahamas, and be- 
came a member of the Legislative Council in the following 

In 1864, he was nominated acting Chief Justice, 
Chancellor, and Judge of Admiralty, on the departure of 
Sir John Campbell Lees for England ; and in 1865, on that 
gentleman's retirement, Sir W. H. Doyle was confirmed in 
the office of Chief Justice, the emoluments of which are 
§900 per annum with certain fees. 








OBITUARY. 


MR. H.S. P. WINTERBOTHAM. 


It is now nearly three years since Mr. Winterbotham 
quitted the bar for political life, but though by that step 
he put an end tothe companionship resulting from com- 
mon occupations, there remained unbroken the bond of 
kindly regard and affection to which that companionshiphad 
given rise. To not a few men in both branches of the 
profession his death will be the loss of a valued friend. To 
all who knew him the remembrance of his ready kindness 
and cheery disposition will deepen the regret which every- 
one must feel at the sudden aud early close of so promising 
a career. 

Mr. Winterbotham was the second son of Mr. Lindsey 
Winterbotham, banker, of Stroud. He was born in 1837, 
and was educated first at Amersham School and afterwards 
at University College, London. He took his degree of 
B.A. at the London University in 1856; in 1858 he 
obtained the Hume Scholarship in Jurisprudence at 
University College ; and in 1859 he took his LL.B. degree, 
on which occasion the University Law Scholarship was 
awarded to him. In the same year he obiained the Hume 
Scholarship in Political Economy at University College ; 
and in 1861 he was elected Fellow of his College. 
In 1858 Mr. Winterbotham obtained a certificate of 
honour at the Bar Examination, and in 1860 he was called 
tothe Bar at Lincoln’s Inn, and commenced practice as 
an equity draftsman and conveyancer. His business 
gradually increased, and at the time he came to the reso- 
lution to devote himself to Parliamentary life, it might be 
described as considerable. In August, 1867, upon the 
retirement of Mr. Poulett Sorope, he entered the House of 
Commons as member for Stroud, and at the general elec- 
tion of 1868 he was again returned for that borough. With 
his parliamentary career we cannot deal in these columns, 
and it must suffice to say that by a few forcible and well- 
timed speeches he brought himself into such prominence 
as is rarely attained by so young a member. When, in 
1871, he was appointed Under-Secretary of State for the 
Home Department, there was but one opinion among those 
who knew him as to the manner in which he would dis- 
charge the duties of that office. He lived long enough to 
prove the correctness of the estimate thus formed of his 

ers, and to show that by his death the country has 
ost—what it can so ill afford to lose—a prudent and 
able administrator. 


MR. ALDERMAN MYRES, 

Mr. Miles Myres, solicitor, and an alderman of the borough 
of Preston, expired at his residence in that town, on the 14th 
inst., at the age of sixty-five years. Mr. Myres was ad- 
mitted a solicitor in 1844, and was appointed one of the 
coroners for the county of Lancaster in 1852, Seving thus 

that position for twenty-one years. Since 1858 he had 
been registrar of the ton County Court. Ho was 
thrice elected Mayor of Preston, being succeaded in that 
office by his brother, Mr. Alderman John James Myres, in 
November of the present year. Besides his other public 


uties he waa clerk to the local burial board. 





MR. JOHN ROLLIT. 

The death of Mr, John Rollit,solicitor, took place at hig 
residence, Spring Villa, Anlaby, near Hull, on the 10th inst. 
Mr. Rollit commenced his career asa partner in the firm of 
Messrs. Dryden and Son, which had a very extensive practice 
in Hull. He subsequently entered into business on his own 
account, and ultimately took his son (Mr. Albert Ka 
Rollit, B.A., LL.D.) into partnership. Mr. John Rollit 
formerly occupied the pusition of President of the Hull Law 
Society, and was agent for the Conservative party at one or 
two elections for the borough of Kingston-upon-Hull. 


MR, J. W. WARD. 

Mr. John William Ward, solicitor, of Newcastle-under- 
Lyme, Staffordshire, died at Hadnall, in the county of 
Salop, on the 10th inst.,in the sixty-third year ofhisage. He 
was the only son of the late Mr. Thomas Ward, solicitor, 
who died in July last, at a very advanced age, having been 
admitted an attorney as far back as 1804. Mr. J. W. Ward, 
served his articles with his father, and was admitted an 
attorney in 1831. In 1837 be was appointed Clerk of the 
Peace for the borough of Newcastle-under-Lyme, which 
office he held at his death. He had also been deputy- 
steward of the manor of Newcastle since 1851. 








SOCIETIES AND INSTITUTIONS. 


LEGAL EDUCATION ASSOCIATION. 
DEPUTATION TO THE LORD CHANCELLOR. 


A deputation from the Legal Education Association 
waited upon the Lord Chancellor at his private room in 
Lincoln’s Inn on the 12th ult., for the purpose of ascertain- 
ing what steps the Government are prepared to take in 
order to carry out the objects of the association. The 
members of the deputatien were:—Mr. Amphlett, Q.C., 
M.P., Professor Sheldon Amos, Mr. Bryce, Mr. Fry, Q.C., 
Mr. Kay, QC., Mr. Lindley, Q.C., Mr. J.C. Mathew, Mr. 
Osborne Morgan, Q.C., M.P., Mr. Pearson, Q.C., Mr. 
Westlake, Mr. Arthur Williams, and Mr. Alfred Wills, Q.C.; 
Mr. Janson, President, and Mr. F. J. Bircham, Vice- 
President of the Incorporated Law Society; Mr. Clabon, 
Mr. Cookson, Mr. Hollams, Mr. Jevons (of Liverpool), 
Mr. B. G. Lake, Mr. Marshall (of Leeds}, and Mr. Ryland, 
of Birmingham, members of the Council of the Incorporated 
Law Society ; Mr. W. J. Farrer, Mr. H. R. Freshfield, and 
Mr. J. V. Longbourne. 

Mr. Amputett, Q.C., M.P., in introducing the deputa- 
tion, referred to the resolutions moved by the Lord 
Chancellor, when Sir Roundell Palmer, in the House of 
Commons, and to the scheme of education of the Inns of 
Court. The Association, he said, were of opinion that the 
object they had in view would suffer prejudice if another 
Session were allowed to pass without calling the attention 
of Parliament to it. Their principal object, therefore, was 
to ascertain whether individually, or, what would be much 
better, because it would open up a better prospect of 
success, as a member of the Government, his Lordship 
would be able to bring forward a bill on this subject during 
the next session of Parliameut. 

The Lorp CHANCELLOR said it gave him much pleasure 
to see so many of his old friends and co.operators in this 
work, and he was glad to assure them of his continued and 
unabated interest in the object for which this association 
had been formed. His opinions respecting it had already 
been publicly expressed, aud they were in all respects 
entirely unchanged. He should not therefore omit to use 
any opportunities which might ocour of promoting the 
objects of the association. Last session his hands were 
too full of other things, and it would not have been prudent 
for him then to take charge of this additional measure. 
He reminded those who were present that one only of 
the important measures of Law Reform then introduced 
by him had become law ; and the other measure, which he 
hoped to re-introduce in an improved and amended form, 
would occupy considerable time and require great atten- 
tion in the approaching session. He was not, therefore, 
now able, on the part of the Government, to enter into 
any engagement with regard to the bill which 
the association desired to pass, When the time 
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came for the Government to decide upon that ques- 
tion, they would take into account the whole of the 
measures which they desired to promote, and they would, 
doubtless, consider, among other things, whether the last 
session of the present Parliament was, with regard to this 
particular measure, a desirable time for pressing it for- 
ward. The Government would no donbt consider this 
question with a disposition to forward the objects which 
the association and he also had in view; and if he could 
persuade his colleagues to adopt his view, they would then, 
also, no doubt, be disposed to support, either in the next 
session or some other session—supposing they were in 
office—such a measure on the subject as he might recom- 
mend tothem. For his own part, however, speaking now 
as an iridividual, he did not intend to allow more time to 
pass without reducing into proper form a measure which 
should be fit to be submitted to the Government for their 
consideration, provided that he could obtain such infor- 
mation as he desired ; and, in taking this course, his present 
intention was not to confine himself to the scheme for a 
general school of law. This, doubtless, would form an 
important part of his measure, which would so far proceed 
in the lines and upon the principles laid down by the 
association. But he thought it would be expedient 
-also to deal with the constitution and government of the 
Inns of Court, and he proposed to do so in accordance with 
the principles put forward in the report of the Royal Com- 
mission which some time ago sat upon that subject. When 
he should have succeeded in formulating a proper measure 
for this purpose his intention was—and he had some rea- 
son to believe that Mr. Amphlett agreed that this would 
be the proper course-—to communicate the draft bill not 
only to the Inns of Court, but to the Incorporated Law 
Society and the Metropolitan and Provincial Law Society. 
He should then have the advantage of considering their 
observations upon the draft bill before he finally invited 
the Government to consider it. This was the course he 
proposed to take. He thought he should thereby be 
farthering the ultimate success of the object they had in 
view, and he need not say that if, without prejudice to 
other business which would occupy the Government, it 
were in his power to propose the bill next session, he 
should be most happy to do so—the earlier the better. 
On the other hand, if the Government took the view he 
had already indicated—that to promote such a bill in the 
last session of a Parliament would be to invite a party 
conflict upon it—he should then reserve to himself the 
right of adopting the course which seemed at the time 
most expedient. But whatever course might be taken by 
the Government or by himself, and whether the bill were 
introduced as a Government measure or privately, those 
who were present might be assured that, as far as he was 
concerned, he should act with a view to promote as far as 
was possible the cause in which they all took an interest, 
and to secure its ultimate success. 

Mr. Amputert thanked his Lordship for the reception 
he had given to the deputation. 

Mr. Farrex, on the part of the solicitors, also thanked 
his Lordship, congratulating the association on the wise 
and bold measure which the Lord Chancellor was ready to 
introduce. 

The deputation then withdrew. 


LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY. 

At the usual weekly meeting of the society, held at the 
Law Institution, on Tuesday evening last, the following 
‘was the question discussed, being No. coxxiii. Jurispruden- 
tial—“ Ought some purely civil form of Marriage to be 
made compulsory in the United Kingdom?” After an 
animated debate, the question was decided in the negative. 
‘The next meeting will be held on January 6th, 








On Thursday Mr. Justice Denman refused to sit in the 
mall and close room provided for the court at Guildhall, 
and consequently there was no court held for the trial 
of common jury causes. 

An Iowa criminal lawyer is referred to by the San 
Francisco Chronicle as a man who, if he has not slain his 
agi has saved sixty-five murderers with his jaw- 

ne. 
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SUGGESTIONS FOR THE REVIVAL OF THE INR ; 


OF CHANCERY. 


A Paper read at the Meeting of the Metropolitan and Pro. 
vincial Law Association, held at Birmingham, on the 2lgt 
October, 1873, by Roserr W. Gairritu, B.A., Solicitor, 
Cardiff. 


Whilst every officer of the British army is proudly fond 
of his regiment, every officer of the navy of his ship, 
university man of his college, every barrister of his Inn, the 
samecan hardly be said for the relation existing between 
the attorney and the Incorporated Law Society. And the 
reason is not farto seek. Tothe lawyer the society exists 
only as a body barring by an examination his entrance into 
the profession—and, save the mark! offering no permanent 
advantages for distinguished success in this—and afterwards 
rewarding his meritorious conduct by simply ignoring hig 
personal existence. In the other professions named a direct 
social tie unites the members and gathers strength with ad- 
vancing years. 

At the same time the attorneys of England owe a deep 
debt of gratitude to the persevering efforts of the founders 
and the supporters of the Incorporated Law Society—a debt, 
indeed, which we of the present generation can hardly appre- 
ciate to its full extent. Andin the remarks which I have 
tomake I desire only to offer a few simple suggestions for 
more fully and efficiently carrying out the objects so steadily 
and ably pursued by the society’s Council. 

Prominent amongst these has been the improvement ofthe 
quality of the legal learning of students seeking admission 
into the profession. And, however open to hostile criticism 
the present system of examinations may be, it can hardly 
be doubted that ceteris paribus the attorney on admission is 
at least as good, if not a better, lawyer than the barrister 
when called tothe Bar. But I venture to assert, without 
fear of contradiction, that in the same case the barrister is 
incomparably the better educated man of the two, the cause 
of the difference being simply his intimate association with 
other students of similar tastes and avocations. The im. 
portance of this view of education I fear is vastly under-rated 
in these days of cram and examination, and deeply shall I, 
for one, regret the day, already dawning, when the old Univer- 
sities of Oxford and Cambridge follow the dangerous example 
set by their younger sister of London by granting degrees 
to non-resident alumni. There are social qualities which no 
system of examination can produce, but which very qualities 
are frequently best cultivated by the careful education of 
those very men who are most conspicuous for their unfor- 
tunate failures in examination. It is this social education, 
if I may so term it—this attrition of the varied intellects of 
the younger members of our profession, which it so greatly 
needs, and without which it can scarcely hold its due rank. 
The following extract from the minutes of the evidence of 
Mr. C. H. Whitehurst, Q.C., taken before the Commissioners 
appointed to inquire into the arrangements of the Ions of 
Court in 1854, confirms the views above expressed :— 

‘6537. What do you think is the principal value of making 
a person go through the ceremony of having his name three 
years on the books of an Inn of Court before he can be called 
to the bar? Merely associating him with lawyers and keep- 
ing him at the spot to the work. 

“538. Could not all such benefits as are now conferred upon 
the students by way of association, or by the instructor 
acquiring a knowledge of them, be acquired in one year 
as well as three? I should not as respects the association 

sic). 

ies. Do you set much value upon such association as goes 
on inthe hall? Not with respect to the conversation be- 
tween party and party, but I attach very great value to 
association, so far as professional conduct is concerned.” 

The efforts made by the Legal Education Association, 
under the able presidency of Sir Roundell Palmer, for the 
foundation of a legal university would, if crowned with 
success, to a certain extent supply the class of education 
required for attorneys, but I cannot help thinking that if 
our braneh of the profession possessed foundations equal in 
point of antiquity and position to the Inns of Court, the 
solution of the acknowledged difficulties of the question 
would be rendered comparatively easy. Upon this very 
matter the Committee appointed in 1546 by the House 
of Commons “ to inquire into the then present state of 
education and the means for its further improvement 
extension” reported that—“It would have been 
that the Inns of Chancery now, as it appears from evidenee, 
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iated to solicitors and originally at least’ constituted 
as ome plan and for the same tn as the Inns of 
Court, should, like the latter, be aggregated into a solicitors’ 
law college under the direction of their own body, and 
having, like the Inns of Court, the judges as their visitors. 
This” (the report continues) “ would give a certain unity 
and harmony to the system, and place the solicitorin a 
per position in reference to the other branch of the pro- 
jon. 

It may be convenient to explain that the Inns of Court 
and Inns of Chancery had a concurrent origin in the reign 
of one of the most far-seeing of our English monarchs— 
Edward I., who issued a commission in 1292 to John de 
Metingham, Chief Justice of the Common Pleas, and others, 
directing them “to provide and ordain certain attorneys and 
ig of the best and most apt for their learning and 
skill, who might do service to his Court and people, and 
that those so chosen only and no other should follow his 
Court and transact the affairs therein.” Linoolu’s Inn, the 
first ofthe four Inns of Court, was then founded by the private 
munificence of Lord Lincoln, the Inner and Middle Temple 
and Gray’s Inn being of rather later dates as legal 
institutions. The Inns of Chancery date from the same 
period, and to both classes of Inn it appears that attorneys 
had access, the Inns of Chancery being devoted to the 
apprenticit in commencing their legal training. During the 
slow course of years the Inns of Chancery became confined 
to;,the attorneys, and later still the Inns of Court closed 
their doors against them, though as late as Michaelmas Term, 
1704, the following rule was made by the Courts of King’s 
Bench, Common Pleas, and Exchequer:—‘‘ It is ordered that 
all the attorneys and clerks of the said courts not already 
admitted into one of the Inns of Court shall procure 
themselves to be admitted into one of the said Inns (if 
those honourable societies shal] please to admit them) or into 
one ofthe Inns of Chancery before the end of Trinity Term 
now nextensuing.” The Inner Temple, in 1762, appears to 
have set the example, soon afterwards followed by the other 
,Inns of Court, of excluding attorneys from admission to the 


These matters possess considerable antiquarian interest, 
especially at a time like the present when the question of 
the fusion of the two branches of the profession is so eagerly 
discussed. For the purpose of the present paper it is only 
necessary to note that of the eleven Inns of Chancery seven 
only still remain—namely, Fnrnival’s Inn, belonging to 
Lincoln’s ; Clifford’s, Clement’s, and Lyon’s belonging tothe 
Inner Temple ; New Inn, belonging to the Middle Temple ; 
and Staple and Barnard’s Inn, belonging to Gray's Inn. 
As to these the commissioners appointed to inquire into the 
arrangements of the Inns of Oourt in 1854 reported as 
follows: —‘‘ With regard to the Inns of Chancery we do 
not find there exist any means of rendering their funds 
available to the promotion of the study of the law. These 
Inns have in some iustances become private property and in 
others are heavily indebted; whilst in no instance have we 
been able tc trace such an appropriation of the funds as to 
fix upon the Inns a legal liability to contribution to any 
general professional purpose.” 

In connection with this it is interesting to note the evi- 
dence of Mr. Maugham, the late secretary of the Incorporated 
Law Society, taken before the commission. He says:— 

“The ground rent of Furnival’s Inn, which amonnts to 
£500 a-year, is received by Lincoln’s Inn, Lincoln’s Inn 
ving granted a lease, and it appears by a sale which has 
recently taken place of the improved rent of the property, 
that it is of very considerable value, upwards of £6,000 a- 
year. I believe the Council of the Law Society will submit 
to the commissioners, on the part of their branch of the 

fession, that, inasmuch as attorneys and solicitors have 

nm for many years excluded from the Inns of Court, and 
derive no advantage from their libraries and lectures, the 
surplus rent which may be derivable from the Inns of Chan- 
cery should be applied to the improvement and the 
+ ae of the attorneys and solicitors and their articled 
er’ Nad 

The evidence proceeds:— 

“1459. How would you sever that from any other portion 
of the revenue of Lincoln’s Inn? It is derived from an Inn 
of Chancery which was composed entirely of attorneys and 
solicitors. Originally they paid, I believe, a very small 
ground rent, and at the time the new buildings were erected, 
4 new lease was granted from Lincoln's Inn and a larger 





rent was given. In ancient times the attorneys and solicitors 
paid but a small rent. 

“1460. They paid a rent, probably, in proportion to the 
value of the property? Only a nominal rent, I believe. It 
is a ground rent, and may be considered to be in trust. 

“*1461. For whom do you consider it was in trust 
originally? If Iam right in supposing that the members of 
the Inns of Chancery are attorneys, and that they were so 
formerly, those rents should be applied to the improvement 
and the education of that branch of the profession and not 
to the Bar, who, I submit, have ample means. 

‘*1462. Supposing they had rented it of some nobleman 
at the same rent, ought that nobleman, in your cpinion, to 
have applied it for the use of attorneys and solicitors? Ifit 
were private property, of course not. 

**1463. Is it at all certain that the original inhabitants or 
proprietors of these Inns of Chancery were always attorneys 
and solicitors? Certainly the members of the existing Inus 
of Chancery are so.” 

This evidence, coupled with the reply received by the com- 
missioners from the receiver ef revts at Furnivai’s Inn to 
their circular, is as significant as it is laconic. 

“* May 13, 1854. 

Sir,—In reply to your application from the Inns of Court 
Inquiry Commission as to Furnival’s Inn, I beg to inform 
vou this is not an Inn of Court, and therefure cannot give 
any information upon the various subjects named.—I am, 
Sir, your obedient servant, W. Woopwarb.” 

It appears, however, abundantly clear that the ownership 
of these Inns—although it may now be entirely vested in 
private hands, and although they are societies with various 
ranks of officers—is clothed with certain trusts. The lease 
of New Inn is granted upon the condition that the Middle 
Temple shall be allowed to exercise readings in the hall. 
A reader from the Inner Temple formerly was sent every 
term to Clement’s Inn, but the custom has of late years 
fallen into desuetude. A reader from Gray’s Inn in former 
days used to visit Barnard’s Inn. It is also important to 
note that the representatives of the various Inns in their 
evidence before the commissioners seemed unanimously to 
excuse themselves from the responsibility of their trusts on 
the express ground that the object was vastly better secured 
through the instrumentality of the Incorporated Law 
Society. 

But for our present purpose it may even be assumed that 
the funds of the Inns of Chancery are utterly lost to the 
branch of the profession for which they were intended. Still 
the fact remains that the halls—which are admitted to be 
almost, if not quite useless—are, to use Mr. Clode’s words, 
‘*in fine condition and as well able now as in Fortescue’s 
time to hold 100 students each.” And if these could be 
recovered for their primary object it would be as easy to 
adapt them to an academic purpose for attorneys and solici- 
tors as to continue the use of Lincoln’s Inn for the Bar. 
From the comnuissioners’ report it appears that the payments 
of the members of the latter, which are by no means burden- 
some, nearly cover the annual expenditure. The same re- 
mark applies to Gray's Inn. 

To conclude, therefore, I venture to suggest that active 
measures should be forthwith taken to recover for the use of 
attorneys and solicitors and their articled clerks the Inns of 
Chancery, and particularly the halls attached to them, and 
that if this object can be secured every articled clerk should 
at the commencement of his service, be obliged to enrol him- 
self as a member of one of them, and during his last year 
keep a certain number of terms thereat. The custom of 
spending a considerable portion of the last year in town is 
so universally observed that such an obligation would in 
very few cases be felt to be onerous, whilst the gain. would 
be very great. The craving for this class of association is 
abundantly felt, and developes itself in the sort of articled 
clerks’ club which has of late years grown up at the library 
of the Incorporated Law Society, and the permanent interest 
which, after admission, would be taken in the Attorneys’ 
Inn would infallibly be the exact counterpart to the attach- 
ment of the barrister to his Inn of Court. The — 
I have made could not interfere with any proposal of the 
Legal Education Association ; in fact, if this should take 
the form of a legal university, the revival of the Inns of 
Chancery would supply that very collegiate element without 
which any university is little more than an empty name. 
In the words of Mr. Clode, who I am pleased to find 
sketched in 1854 a scheme very similar to that which I have 
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ventured to present, “The method suggested would protect 
the public from ignorance and afford some guarantee for 
character ; for if the students were suffered to associate from 
time to time in common, there, in social intercourse, the 
virtue of individual character would be appreciated, and the 
whole line of character, in the aggregate, would be raised. 
As each Inn would vie with the others to attain pre-eminence 
in reputation, so would the students be stimulated to pre- 
serve, by their conduct, the honour of the society.” 





NEW RAILWAY, &c., BILLS IN PARLIAMENT. 


Plans have been deposited for the following Railway, 
Tramway, Dock and Harbour Bills in Parliament.— 

Acton and Hammersmith Railway, Alford and Mable- 
thorpe Railway, Aldgate and Cannon-street Railway (com- 
pletion of inner circle). 

Birmingham and Lichfield Junction Railway, Boston and 
Freiston Tramway and Pier, Bristol, Winford, and Chew 
Magna Railway, Belfast and Northern Counties Railway, 
Bristol and Exeter Railway, Blyth and Tyne Railway, Brading 
Harbour Improvement Railway and Works, Brighton and 
Devil’s Dyke Railway (No. 1), ditto (No. 2), Bromley (Direct) 
Railway, Bala and Dolgelly Railway, Bute Docks (Cardiff), 
Bray and Enniskerry Street Tramways, Brewood and Wolver- 
hampton Railways. 

Callander and Oban Railway, Cheshire Lines Committee, 
Caledonian Railway (additional powers), Crystal Palace 
(High Level Railways), Caledonian and North British Rail- 
way, Crystal Palace Railway, Cornwall and West Cornwall 
Railways, Caher and Mitchelstown Railway, Crystal Palace 
and South London Junction Railway (No. 1), ditto (No, 2), 
Charlwood Forest Railway. 

Devon and Somerset Railway, Dublin, City Junction, 
Rathmines, and Kingstown Railway, Dover and Deal Rail- 
way, Dungannon and Cookstown Railway, Dover Harbour, 
Dover Pier and Harbour, Devon and Cornwall Railway, 
Darenth Valley Tramways, Dublin, Blessington, and Bal- 
tinglass Railway, Deal, Walmer and Dover Railway. 

East London Railway, Exe Valley Railway, East Essex 
Railway, Exeter and Crediton Railway, Enniskillen, Bun- 
doran, and Sligo Railway, Ealing, Acton, and City Rail. 





way. 

Fal Valley Railway, Falmouth Docks Railway, Fishguard 
Railway, Fort William, Ballachulish, and Tyndrum Railway, 
Fareham Railway. 

Great Southern and Western Railway, Glasgow and South 
Western Railway, Glasgow and Yoker Railway, Great Western 
Railway, Great Eastern Railway, Greenwich Subway, God. 
stone Railway, Great Northern Railway and North Western 
Railway Companies (joint powers and new lines), Great 
Northern Railway (further powers), Great Northern Railway 
(deviations, &c.), Giasgow, Bothwell, Hamilton, and Coat- 
bridge Railway, Glasgow (City) Tinion Railway, Glasgow 
and Paisley Joint Line of Railway and Glasgow and Kilmar- 
nock Joint Line of Railway, Great Eastern and South Eastern 
Junction Railway. 

Halifax, Wheatley, and Mixenden Railway and Harrow and 
Rickmansworth Railway. 

Ipswich and Felixstowe Railway and Pier. 

Kingsbury and Harrow Railway. 

London Street Tramways (Junction-road Extension), 
London and North Western and Lancashire and Yorkshire 
Railway (Huddersfield and Elland Railway), Leeds New 
Railway Station, Longton, Adderley-green, and Bucknell 
Railway, Leeds Suburban Railway, London and South 
Western Railway Company (various powers), London, Harrow, 
and Pinner Railway, Leeds, Castleford, and Pontefract 
Junction Railway, London and North Western Railway 
(Wales), Leeds, Roundhay Park, and Osmondthorpe June 
tion Railway, Londonderry Port and Harbour, London and 
North Western Railway (England and Ireland), Leominster 
and Bromyard Railway, Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway 
New Works (additional powers), London and Blackwall 
Railway, Leeds, Pontefract, and Sheffield Junction Railway, 
London, Chatham, and Dover Railway, Leatherhead and 
Guildford Railway. 

Mumbles Railway and Pier, Mersey Railway (No. 1), 
Midland and North Eastern Railways, Milford Docks, 
Metropolitan Board of Works, Mersey Railway (No. 2), 
Manchester South District Railway, Manchester, Sheffield, 
and Lincolnshire Railway (additional powers), Metropolitan 
Inner Circle Completion and Eastern Extension Railway, 





Midland Railway (additional powers), Midland Railway 
(Huddersfield, Halifax, and Bradford Railway), Monmouth. 
shire Railway and Canal Company (additional powers), 
Midland Great Western Railway of Ireland, Midland, High, 
gate, and Alexandra-park Railway, Metropolitan and South 
Western Junction Railway. 

North Eastern Railway (additional powers), Nottiag-hill 
and Shepherd’s-bush ‘I'ramwavs, North Eastern Railway 
(new lines), Neath Harbour, North and South Woolwich 
Subway, Nettlebridge Valley Railway, North London Railway, 
Newent Railway. 

Pontypool and Blaenavon Railway, Plymouth, Stonehouse 
and Devonport Tramways, Potteries, Shrewsbury, and North 
Wales Railway, Peterborough, Wisbeach, and Sutton Railway, 
Paignton Pier, Pentewan Railway and Harbour. 

Rowrah and Kelton Fell (Mineral) Railway, Ramsgate, 
Deal, and Minster Junction Railway, Railway Clearing 
House Extension, Ramsgate, Deal, and Dover Railway. 

Stocksbridge Railway, Southsea and Hayling Tramways 
and Ferry, Swansea Harbour, Sligo, Leitrim, and Northern 
Counties Railway, South Eastern Railway, Sutton Harbour 
Improvement Company, South Caterham Railway, Shef- 
field and Midland Railway Companies Committee, South 
Devon Railway, Swansea Improveinent and Tramways 
Southern Railway, Skipton and Ilkley Railway. 

Tees Side Railway, Truro and Perran Mineral Railway, 
Temple Mineral Railway. 

Usk and Towy Railway. 

Waterford Railways Junction and Tramway, Waterford, 
New Ross, and Wexford Junction Railway, Worcester and 
Aberystwith Junction Railway, Wandsworth, Fulham, and 
Metropolitan Railway, Whitby Dock, West Lancashire Rail- 
way, Wolverhampton and Walsall Railway, Waterford Free 
Bridge, Railways Bridge, and Tramways, Wigan Junction 
Railways. 








LEGAL ITEMS. 


The Builder announces that Messrs. Bull & Son will 
commence the erection of the New Law Coarts on the 5th 
of January next, being the first Monday in the new year. 

The Queen’s Bench gasman is wanted in the Chancery 
Courts, where Vice-Chancellor Malins has beeu complain- 
ing of the gross darkness which occasionally prevails, 
“On his Honour taking his seat this (Friday) morn- 
ing,” says the Times reporter, “the darkness of the 
court was made visible by two candles only, upon which 
his Honour remarked that the want of proper means of 
lighting the court was a serious impediment to the ad- 
ministration of justice, and trusted that the authorities 
might be prevailed upon to supply a sunlight or chande- 
lier.” 

At the Warwick Assizes, says the Zimes, Baron Pigott, 
in charging the grand jury, drew attention to the large 
increase which had occurred in cases of violence in the 
county, and said his experience was that no punishment 
was 80 efficacious as that of flogging. He had noticed 
that the most hardened and dangerous criminals, who 
evinced no emotion when penal servitude was mentioned, 
showed signs of concern and apprehension at the slightest 
reference to a flogging. As cases of violence had gone up 
from two to thirteen, he intended to avail himself of Ad- 
derlev’s Act in all proper cases. 


A Wisconsin correspondent of the Albany Law Journal 
sends the following: The statutes of Wisconsin provide 
that service of justice’s summons he made, if the defendant 
cannot be found, “by leaving a copy thereof at his usual 
place of abode, in the presence of some one of the family 
of:suitable age and discretion, who shall be informed of its 
contents.” On a summons against two defendants, & 
constable of Dodge county, after certifying to personal 
service upon one of them, continued, “ And I further 
certify that [ could not find, within said county, the other 
defendant, or any place of his abode, or any member of his 
family, or any person of switable age and discretion to be 
informed of the contents of the within summons.” 


The Liverpool Daily Post announces the retirement, in 
consequence of severe illness, of Mr. Edmund Robert Harris, 
who for about twenty-seven years filled the office of judges 
associate on the Northern Circuit, and also performed the 
important duties of prothonotary for the county of Lan- 
easter. During the many years, says our contemporary, 
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which Mr. Edmund Harris held his responsible office his 
modest, unassuming, and uniformally considerate conduct 
won the respect of the bar and all membersof the legal 
profession. We understand, says our contemporary, 
“that Mr. Thomas Shuttleworth, son of the clerk of 
arraigns, has been appointed Mr. Harris’s successor as 
judge’s associate, but that, owing to the increase 
of business on the Northern Circuit, the duties of 
prothonotary will be divided, Mr. Shuttleworth being 
prothonotary for Lancaster, Mr. Worthington for Man- 
chester, and Mr. T. E. Paget for Liverpool. Mr. Shuttle. 
worth’s appointment as judge’s associate has, we believe, 
given great satisfaction to the bar by whom he is much 
esteemed.” 

On Wednesday evening a number of gentlemen, members 
of the Inner Temple, assembled in the hall to witness the 
presentation of a testimonial to Mr, W. Hurlstone, who 
has occupied the post of Roll-keeper and collector to the 
Honourable Society for a period of sixty years. The testi- 
monial, which was in the form of a handsome silver 
coffee-pot, accompanied by a purse of 100 guineas, was 
presented by Mr. Serjeant Ballantine, who expressed the 
great pleasure he felt in performing the ceremony, ard 
referred in complimentary terms to the kind and courteous 
manner in which Mr. Hurlstone had fulfilled his onerous 
duties during such a long period of time. Mr. Fitzjames 
Stephen, Q.C., added a few remarks in the same strain, 
and Mr. Hurlstone having replied, the ceremony was 
brought to a close with a vote of thanks to Mr. D, LyeH, 
the Hon. Secretary of the Testimonial Committee. 


In a case recently heard in the Court of Admiralty at 
Dublin some comments were made by the judge upon the 
effect of the amendment in the Merchant Shippiog Act as 
tothe limited liability of owners. In June last the Torch, 
a Dublin steamer, ran down in the Irish Channel the 
Chacabuco, @ steamer on its voyage from San Francisco to 
Liverpool with a cargo of grain. The owners of the 
Chacabuco, estimated their loss at £22,900, and the owners 
of the cargo estimated theirs at £12,605. The owner of 
the Torch obtained an order from the Court computing 
his liability at £15 a ton on the registered tonnage of the 


vessel, at only £4,500; and the judge in pronouncing his 
decision, remarked that ‘‘ this case illustrated the working 
of the recent Merchant Shipping Act. The owner of the 
Torch admitted having by his vessel sunk the Chacabuco, 
and said, ‘ True the loss is £34,000 odd, but here is £4,500, 


make the most you can of it.’ Certainly the shipping 
interest must have had great weight to obtain the passing 
of such a measure.” 


The Illustrated London News announces that the will 


of the Right Hon. Sir William Bovill, Lord Chief Justice of | 


the Court of Common Pleas, was proved on the 6th inst. 
by Dame Maria Bovill, the relict, and William Channell 
Bovill, the son, the acting executors, the personal estate 
being sworn under £70,000. The testator bequeaths his 
shares in the County and Borough Hall Guildford Com- 
pany (Limited) to the Mayor and Corporation of Guildford, 
the income and votes in respect thereof to be used and 
applied for the benefit of the Guildford Working Men’s 
institution, of which he was formerly president, to his 
wife apecuniary legacy of £5,000, allhis household furniture 
and effects, a leasehold house in Bedford-square, and his 
residence in Eccleston-square, and, after giving a few 

ies, he gives her a life interest in the residue of his 
Property ; at her death such residue is to go among his 
children and grandchildren in such manner us she may 
appoint, The will (dated January 20, 1870) is all in the 
deceased’s handwriting. 

At a recent meeting of the City Commissfoners of Sewers 
the solicitor (Mr. Baylis) laid before the Court an opinion 
by Mr. Joseph Brown, Q.C., on the question whether, by 
the Ecclesiastical Law or otherwise, parishioners had an 
undoubted right, which could be enforced, to be buried in 
the churchyard of their parish on Sunday. Mr. Brown 
said it had never yet been determined whether parishioners 
had a right to choose to be buried on Sunday, and he could 
not find that the question had ever been raised, but it had 
been the custom of all England to bury more on Sundays 
than on week days, and he was inclined to think it was 
the common law right of the parishioners, and that such 
tight was impliedly recognised by Canon 68, made in 1604, 


{ 





which went on the assupmtion that the parishioners and 
not the parson choose the day for the funeral and give 
notice of if. The Canon also forbids the delay of the 
faneral, which in times of pestilence might be fatal to the 
family of the defunct, even if delayed for only one day. 
Looking to these considerations and to the fact that the 
poor were chiefly interested in it, he thought it probable 
that if the question were brought into Court, it would be 
determined that burial on Sundays was a common law 
right. 








COURT PAPERS. 


COURT OF CHANCERY. 
Orper or Court. 

Whereas by the 5th of the Consolidated Orders of this 
Court, rule 6, it is provided that the Lord Chancellor may, 
from time to time, by a special order, direct the offices to 
be closed on days other than those mentioned in the first 
rule of the said order; I do, therefore, order that the 
several offices of this court be closed on Friday, the 26th 
day of December instant ; and that this order be entered 
and set up in the several offices of this court. 

SELBorng, C. 


OrpER or Court. 
December 19, 
Whereas from the present state of the business before 
the Lord Chancellor and the Master of the Rolls respec- 
tively, it is expedient that a portion of the causes set 
down before the Lord Chancellor, to be heard before the 
Vice-Chancellors Sir Richard Malins, and Sir Charles Hall 
should be transferred to the Book of Causes for hearing 
before the Master of the Rolls. Now we do hereby 
order that the several causes set forth in the first 
schedule, hereunto subjoined, be accordingly trans- 
ferred from the Book of Causes standing for hearing 
before the Vice-Chancellor Sir Richard Malins, to 
the Book of Causes for hearing before the Master 
of the Rolls; and that the several causes mentioned in 
the second schedule hereunto subjoined be accordingly 
transferred from the Book of Causes standing for hearing 
before the Vice-Chancellor Sir Charles Hall, to the Book 
of Causes for hearing before the Master of the Rolls. And 
we do further order that all causes so to be transferred 
(although the bills in such causes may have been marked 
for the Vice-Chancellor Sir Richar¢c Malins, and the Vice- 
Chancellor Sir Charles Hall respectively, under the 6th of 
the Consolidated Orders of this Court, and notwithstanding 
any orders therein made by the said Vice-Chancellors re- 
spectively, or their predecessors) shall hereafter be con- 
sidered and taken as causes originally marked for the 
Master of the Rolls, and be subject to the same regulations 
as all causes marked for the Master of the Rolls are sub- 
ject to by the same orders: Provided nevertheless that 
no order made by the said Vice-Chancellors respectively or 
their predecessors in any such causes shall be varied or 
reversed otherwise than by the Lord Chancellor or the 
Lords Justices. And this order is to be drawn up by the 
Registrar, and set up in the several offices of this Court. 
SELBoRNE, C. 
G. JesseL, M.R. 
The First Schedale. 
From the Vice-Chancellor Sir Richard Malins’ Book. 
Barrett v. Beck. Motion for decree. 1872 B 86 
Kettle v. Drayner. Motion for decree. 1872 K 46 
Barnes v. Barnes. Cause, with witnesses. 1872 B 254 
Goodwin v. Gray. Motion for decree. 1872 G 12 
Lloyd v. Finlay. Motion for deccee. 1871 L 76 
Plumer v. Gregory. Motion for decree. 1872 P 95 
Darcy v. Balt. Motion for decree, witnesses before ex- 
aminer. 1872 D 160 
Blackmore v. Tuck. Motion for decree. 1872 B 257 
Jupp v. Callaway. Motion fordecree. 1872 J 84 
Maunsell vy. Payne. Motion for decree. 1873 M 20 
Ffrench v. The British Commercial Insurance Company 
(Limited). Motion for decree. 1872 F 116 
Grasing vy. Smethurst. Cause. 1871 G@ 174 
Torrens v. Hilliard. Motion for decree. 1871 T 19 
Whitaker v. Whitaker. Motion for decree. 1872 W 203 
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Belcher v. Green. Motion for decree, 1873 B 17 Darke v. Clough. Motion for decree. 1872 D 4 ae 


Gould v. Claney. Motion for decree. 1872 G 161 

Laurie v. Hemsworth. Motion fordecree. 1872 L 90 

Caballero v. Henty. Motion for decree. 1872 C 107 

Cleaver v. Jones. Motion for decree. 1872 C 204 

Murrell v. Elkins. Cause. 1872 M 169 

Johnson v. Bailey. Cause. 1872 J 81 

Camm v. Read. Cause. 1872 C 51 

Hockin v. Hockin. Motion for decree. 1873 H 142 

Bailey v. Hartley. Motion for decree. 1872 B 260 

Gibson v. Taylor. Motion for decree. 1872 G 142 

MacLellan v. Buchanan. Motion for decree, pro confesso 
against defendant Ardalian Novossiltzoff. 1872 M 125 

Colson vy. Compton. Motion for deeree. 1871 W 85 

Johnson v. Johnson. Motion for decree. 1872 J 88 

Devereux v. Dickson. Cause. 1872 D 117 

Gatecliff vy. Ward. Motion for deeree. 1872 G 118 

Colson v. Norris. Motion for decree. 1873 C 35 

Burnand v. Taylor. Cause, with witnesses. 1872 B 301 

Whelpdale v. Crosse. Motion for decree. 1872 W. 288 

Lloyd v. Evans. Motien for decree. 1871 L 151 

Brown v. Beet. Motion for decree. 1872 B 276 

Peel vy. Smith. Cause, with witnesses. 1872 P 186 

Humphrey v. Lawson. Motion for decree. 1872 H 219 


Moody v. Martin. Motion for decree. 1868 M 197 
Thyme v. Day. Cause. 1872 T 91 

Cayless v. Sills. Cause. 1872 C 196 

Leach v. Smith. Motion for decree. 1872 L 129 


Koelbel v. Gardner. Motion fordecree. 1873 K 30 
Palmer v. Akers. Motion for decree. 1873 P 16 

Smith v. Smith. Cause, with witnesses. 1872 S 108 
Fisher vy. Harrison. Motion for decree. 1873 F 34 
Armstrong v. Armstrong. Motion for decree. 1873 A 42 
Day v. Stoward. Motion for decree. 1872 D 16 

Higgs v. Ritherdon. Motion for decree. 1873 H 102 
Nalborough v. Jackaman. Motion for decree. 1872 N 46 
Ball v.Connet. Cause. 1871 B 170 

Ward v. Ramsden. Motion for decree. 1872 W 245 
Angell v. Angell. Motion for decree. 1871 A 112 
Sykes v. Wilde. Motion for decree. 1873 S 299 

Smith v. Smith. Motion for decree. 1872 S 298 

Parr v. Nunn. Motion for decree. 1872 P 66 

Howell v. Lloyd. Cause. 1872 H 173 

Whittet v. Hooper. Motion for decree. 1871 W 141 
Moate v. Moate. Motion for decree. 1873 M 235 
Davison v. Barber. Cause. 1872 D 120 

Hodson v. Spring. Motion for decree. 1871 H 22 
Davis v. Cox. Motion for decree. 1873 D 29 

Todd v. Tidy. Cause. 1873 T 32 

Smith v. Howard. Motion for deeree. 1872 S 313 
Whitworth v. Sellars. Motion for decree 1873 W 92 
Levick v. Sherman Motion for decree. 1872 L 122 
Harris v. Mozley. Motion for decree. 1873 H 58 
Mozley v. Harris. Cause. 1873 M 65 
Thomas v. Davies. Motion for decree. 1873 T 31 
Hewett v. Batt. Motion for decree, witnesses before 

examiner. 1872 H 94 

Mayhew v. Calder. Cause. 1872 M 219 


The Second Schedule. 

From the Vice-Chancellor Sir Charles Hall’s Book. 
Browne v. White. Motion for decree. 1873 B 52 
Dickinson v. Parr. Cause, pro confesso. 1872 D 45 
Wilson v. Wilson. Canse. 1872 W 91 
Payne v. Wright. Cause. 1870 P 173 
Gray v. Denton. Motion for decree. 1872 G. 160 
Cook v. Needham. Motion for decree. 1872 0 184 
Hayes v. Wright. Motion for decree. 1875 H 66 
Dimedale v. Frith. Motioa for decree. 1871 D 140 
Campbell v. Francis. Motion for decree. 1871 C 175 
Hastie v. Pilcher. Motion for decree. 1872 H 121 
Harrisson v. Laver. Motion for decree. 1872 H 119 


Benson v. Tyson. Cause. 1873 B 8 
Truman v. Manners Sutton, Motion for decree. 1872 T 
143 


Stansfield v. Peveral. Motion for decree, witnesses before 
examiner. 1873 8 55 

Boutmy v. Boutmy. Motion for decree. 1872 B 268 

Boutmy v. Burdett. Motion for decree. 1872 B 269 

Atkinson v. Jones. Cause. 1872 A 46 

Brown v, Rye. Motion fordecree. 1873 B 135 


Darke v. Starr. Motion for decree. 1872 D 30 
Slack v. Stott. Motionfordecree. 1872 S 132 
Adams v. Norris. Motion for decree. 1873 A 63 
Littlefield v. Plomer. Cause. 1872 L 3 
Tetley v. Dumwell. Motion fordecree. 1872 T 21 
Price y. Ray. Cause. 1873 P 34 
Bruce v. Le Cerf. Motion for decree. 1870 B 350 
Brown vy. Moore. Motion for decree. 1871 B 303 
Kidd v. Tallentire. Motion for decree. 1872 K 16 
De Tourville v. Beswick. Cause, with witnesses. 1872 
T 45 SELBorNE, C. 
G. JEssEL, M.R. 
N.B.—The Master of the Rolls will not hear any of the 
above causes before the first day of Hilary Term, 1874, 
R. H. Leaca, Registrar, 
At the commencement of Hilary Term the Vice-Chancellor 
Sir R. Matis will hear further considerations, and also 
further considerations with summonses to vary, every 
Monday, bnt not on any other day except by order. 





EUROPEAN ASSURANCE SOCIETY ARBITRATION. 
GENERAL RvLEs. 
Arbitration Office, 3, Westminster-chambers, 
Victoria-street, S.W., December 5, 1873. 

1. Applications to the arbitrator and cases to be argued. 
before him are to be made or initiated by summons, stating 
concisely the nature of the application and being in the form 
in Schedule (A) to these rules. 

2. The solicitors acting in the Arbitration for the joint 
official liquidator by the appointment of the arbitrator are 
Messrs, Mercer & Mercer, Copthall Court, Throgmorton- 
street, and summonses addressed to the joint official liquida. 
tor are to be served on Messrs. Mercer & Mercer, and al} 
communications respecting applications to and cases to be 
argued before the arbitrator are to be made to them. 

3. All summonses and interlocutory applications will be 
heard in the first instance by the assessor. 

4. In cases to be argued before the arbitrator the facts and 
submissions are to be agreed (if possible), Where the party 
taking out the summons -thiuks it reasonably possible that 
the facts and submissions may be agreed he is to deliver a 
draft case to the opposite party or his solicitor (if any) 
within fourteen days from the return day of the summons. 
The draft case is to be returned within fourteen days from 
its receipt either agreed or not. If it is not agreed the 
separate case of the other party is to be delivered within 
fourteen days thereafter. 

5. If the case is agreed it is to be headed as an agreed 
case. If the case is not agreed the case of each party is to 
be headed as a separate case. 

6. Where either party considers it necessary that these 
should be separate cases the party taking out the summons 
is to deliver his separate case to the opposite party or his 
solicitor (if any) within fourteen days from the date of 
service of the summons. Within fourteen days from the 
delivery thereof the respondent is to deliver in return his 
separate case. 

7. Acase is not to set forth extracts from the deeds of 
settlement or other deeds or document printed in the 
Arbitration but is only to refer thereto, specifying the 
clauses, 

8. Three copies of the agreed case or of each separate 
case are to be lodged at least three clear days before the day 
appointed for hearing. 

9. Six copies of a separate case are t» be delivered to the 
opposite party or his solicitor at leastthree clear days before 
the day appointed for hearing. : 
10. A separate case must be proved by affidavit or deposi- 
tion or by examination of witnesses before the arbitrator at 
the hearing of the case. ; 
11. Evidence is to be adduced in the same manner as in 
the Court of Chancery and examinations and cross-examina- 
tions are to be taken before the assessor unless the parties 
or either of them desire that they be tak -n before the arbi- 
trator at the hearing of the case. 

12. Every affidavit is to be brought in for filing as soon a8 
possible after it issworn. There is to be a note thereon 
stating by whom and on whose behalf the ‘affidavit is filed, 





Grimley v. Arnold. Motion for decree. 1872 G 98 


and notice of the filing is to be forthwith given by the party 
filing to the opposite party or his solicitor. 
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13. A written copy on Chancery affidavit paper of each 
exhibit to an affidavit (other than arbitration printed deeds 
or documents or documents set forth in the case or an 

dix thereto) is to be lodged at least three clear days 
Eis the day appointed for the hearing of the case by the 
solicitors to the party on whose behalf the affidavit is filed 
and the solicitors to the joint official liquidator are within 
the same time to lodge a like copy of all admissions entered 


into. 
14. Notice will be given by the secretary to the solicitors 
in each case ofthe day when it will be in the paper for 


hearing. f Z 3 

15. The arbitrator will hear one counsel or solicitor 
only on each side, 

16. The party in whose favour an order is made is to bring 
in adraft order in the form in Schedule (B) to these rules, 
and to obtain from the secretary an appointment to settle 
the order with the assessor. Notice of the appointment with a 
copy of the draft order is to be delivered to the opposite 

y or his solicitor. 

17, Cases, affidavits, and other documents required to he 
filed or lodged are to be filed or lodged with the secretary at 
this office. 

18. Solicitors are to enter appearances with the secretary 
at this office. 

. 19. Bills of costs are to be brought in to the secretary at 
this office. Requests for taxation are to be obtained from 


him and Taxing Master’s certificates are to be lodged with 
him 


20, Summonses, cases, and other documents required to be 
printed are to be printed on Chancery bill paper. 

21, All communications respecting calls and other 
pecuniary matters in the arbitration are to be made to 
Messrs. Samuel Lowell Price and John Young, the joint 
official liquidator, at this office. 

22, All communications respecting the general business 
ofthe Arbitration are to be addressed to the secretary at 
this office. 

By order of the Arbitrator, 
Tuomas Preston, Secretary. 
Printed copies of the deeds of settlement and amalgama- 
tion, and of minates of proceedings before the arbitrator, 
can be bought at this office. 
ScHEDULE (A). 
Form of Summons and Indorsement. 
In the matter of the European Assurance Society Arbi- 
tration Acts, 1872 and 1873, and in the matter of the 


Let all parties concerned attend before me, the Right 
Honourable John Baron Romilly, the arbitrator appointed 
under the above-mentioned Acts, at the office of the 
Arbitration, No. 3, Westminster Chambers, Victoria-street, 
Westminster, in the county of Middlesex, on day, 
the day of 187, at of the clock 
in the noon, on the hearing of an application on 


the part of ——, 
Dated this day of 187. 
RomILty. 
Tuomas Preston, Secretary. 
To——_——-. 
This summons was taken out by 
ScHEDULE (B). 
Form of Order. 
day the day of 187 
In the matter of the European Assurance Society Ar- 
bitration Acts, 1872 and 1873, and in the matter of 


On the application of [the Joint Official Liquidator of 
the above-named ] by summons dated 187 
addressed to and on reading the case [or the 
separate cases} of the applicants and of the respondent to 
the summons, and on reading the affidavit of No. 

sworn the day of 187 _— and filed the 
day of 187 and on hearing counsel for the 
several parties, I, the Right Honourable John Baron 
Romilly, the arbitrator appointed under the above-men- 
Acts, order as follows: 
1, * * * * « * * 


2. The costs of the applicants [or of the respondent] of 
and relating to the said summons and case shall be taxed 


and shall be paid to them [or him] by the ot {or | 


by the applicants out of the assets of the said 


» Solicitors for | 


PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


GOVERNMENT FONDS. 

Last Quotation, Dec. 19, 1873. 
3 per Cent, Consols, 913 x d Annuities, April, 85 9} 
Ditto for Account, 924 xd . (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1908 
3 per Cent. Reduced 914 Ex Bills, 21000, 24 per Ct. 6 dis 
New 3 per Cent., 914 Ditto, £500, Do 6 dis 
Do. 34 perCent., Jan, 794 Ditto, 2100 & £200, 6 dis 
Do. 24 per Cent., Jan. 794 Bank of England Stock, 5 per 
Do. 5 per Cent., Jan.’73 Ct. (last half-year) 250 
Annuities, Jan, °80— Ditte for Account, 


INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES, 


(ndiaStk.,104pCt.Apr.’74,205 | Ind. Enf.Pr,,5 pC., Jan.’72 
Dittofor Account. — Ditto,54 per Cent.,May,’79 100 
Ditto 5 per Cent., July, 80 1063xd| Ditto Debentures, per Cent., 
Ditto for Account,— April,’ 

Ditto 4 perCeat., Oct.’88 101} | Do.Do,5 per Cent., Aug. °73 100% 
Ditto,ditto Certificates, — Do. Bonds, 4 per Ct., £1000 
Ditto Enfaced Ppr.,4 per Cent.94 | Dittc, ditto, under £1000 


RAILWAY STOCK. 





| Railways. 
Stock Bristol and Exeter 
Stock’ Caledonian 
Stock Giasgow and South-Western 

Stock Great Eastern Ordinary Stock 

Stock Great Northern 

Stock Do., A Stock* 

Stock | Great Southern and Western ot Ireland 
Stock Great Western—Original..,...........0+ 
Stock Lancashire and Yorkshire 

Stock London, Brighton, and South Co 

Stock London, Chatham, and Dover.... 

Stock London and North-Western 

Stock Londo and South Western 

Stock Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincoln 
Stock Metropolitan 
Stock, Do., District 
Stock’ Midland 

Stock North British 
Stock! North Eastern 
Stock North London 
Stock) North Staffordshire .........ccsecossrsssee 
Stock) South Devon 
Stock! South-Eastern ............ ~) 100 | 1083 


* A receives no dividend util 6 per cent. has been paid to B. 


{Paid. |Closing Prices 
120 



































Money MARKET AND City INTELLIGENC™. 

No change was made on Thursday in the Bank rate. 
The proportion of reserve to liabilities has again risen from 
48°54 per cent. to close upon 50 per cent. The railway 
market, at the close of last week, showed some depression, 
but there was an improvement on Monday. Since then 
there has been some fluctuation, and at the close on Thurs- 
day the market was rather flat. There has been much 
dullness in the foreign market, but on Wednesday and 
Thursday there was a partial recovery. 





BIRTHS, MARRIAGE, AND DEATHS. 








BIRTHS. 

| DrumMonp—On Dec 11, at 3, Lyndhurst-road, Peckham, the 

| wife of Patrick William Drummond, solicitor of a daughter. 
Ke.tity—On Dec 14, at 4, Kensington-park-gardens, W., the 

| wife of Fitzroy Kelly, Esq., of Lincoin’s-inn, and Colombo, 
Ceylon, of a daughter. e 
Know.es—On Dec. 13, at Surbiton, the wife of George 
Knowles, barrister-at-law, of a son. a9 

| Rottrit—On Dee 14, the wife of A. K. Rollit, LL.D., solicitor, 
Hull, of a daughter. 

MARRIAGE. 

Carn—StreTTseLu—On Dec. 15, at Dresden, Joseph W. 
Comyns Carr, Esq., of the Inner Temple, to Alice 
Vansittart, eldest daughter of the Rev. Alfred B. Strettell, 
British Chaplain at Genoa. 

DEATHS. 

Baytey—On Deo. 15, Charlotte, the wife of Francis Bayley, 
Esq., Judge of the Westminster County Court, aged 66. 

Bet.tHovse—On Dee. 10, at The Grange, Ashton-on-Mersey, 
Cheshire, Emma Marianne, wife of Thos. T. Bellhouse, of 
Manchester, solicitor. 

Briges—On Dee. 14, John Adolphus Briggs, of 55, Lincoln’s- 

| inn-fields, aged 49 years. 1 : 
CuotmeLky—On Dec. 12, at The Knoll, Kingston-hill, 
Stephen Cholmeley, Esq., of 28, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

| Stunzs—On Deo. 13, at St. Paul's Close, Walsall, George 

Bradnock Stubbs, Esq., solicitor, in his Slst year. 
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LONDON GAZETTES. 


Professional Partnerships Dissolved. 
Faipay, Dec. 12, 1873. 


-Cutter, William Henry, and Edward Goldwin Turner, attorneys and 
solicitors, Bedford square, Middlesex. Dec 10 


Toespar, Dec, 16, 1873. 


‘Philp, William Robert, and Samuel Henry Behrend, attorneys and 
solicitors, Pancras lane, London. Dec 10 


Winding up of Joint Stock Companies. 
Farpay, Dec, 12, 1873. 
UNLIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

Appletreewick Lead Mining Company.—Petition for winding up, pre- 
sented Dec 10, directed to be heard before V.C. Malins, on Dec 20. 
Prior and Co, Lincoln’s inn fields, solicitors for the petitioners. 

‘Llandaff and Canton District Market Company.—Petition for windiug 
up, presented Dec 8, directed to be heard before the M.R. on Dec 20. 
Cookson and Co, New square, Lincol1’s inn, solicitors for the petiti- 
oners. 

LIMITED IN CaANCERY. 

-Anglo-French Marerzzo Marble Company, Limited.—Petition for wind- 
ing up, presented Dec 10, directed to be heard before the M.R., on 
Dec 20. Norman, solicitor for the petitioners. 

Braganza Gold Mining Company, Limited.—The M.R, has fixed Dec 22. 
at 12.30, at his chambers, for the appointment of an official liquidator. 

“Calliard’s Manufacturing Company, Limited.—The M.R. has fixed 
Monday, Dec 22 at 12, 2t his chambers, for the appointment of an 
official liquidator. 

Liversedge Water Supply Company, Limited.—Petition for winding up, 
presented Dec 9, directed to be heard before the M.R., on Saturday, 
Dec 20. Emmett and Son, Bloomsbury square, agents fur Sykex, 
Heckmondwike, solicitor for the petitioners. 

‘London and Australian Agency Corporation, Limited.—By an order 
made by the M.R., dated Nov 8, it was ordered thatthe voluntary 
winding up of the a¥ove corporation be continued. Heath and 
Parker, St Helen’s place, solicitors fur the petitioner. 


STANNARIES OF CORNWALL. 

Fortescue Tin Mining Company, Limited.—Petition for winding up, 
presented Dec 5, directed to be heard before the Vice Warden, at 3. 
Onslow square, Brompton, on Monday, Dec 22 at 12. Affidavits intended 
te be used at the hearing, in oppsition to the petition, must be 
filed at the Registrar’s Office, Truro, on or before Dec 18, notice 
therecf must at the same time be given to the petitioners, their 
solicitors, or their agents. Gregory and Co, Bedford row, agents for 
Hodge and Co, Truro, Solicitors tor the petitioners. 

Tcespax, Dec. 16, 1873. 

Polcrebo Mining Company.—By an ord:r made by the Vice Warden, 
dated Dec 10, it was ordered that the above compaay be wound up. 
Hodge and Co, Truro, solicitors for the petitioner. 


Friendly Societies Dissolved. 
Faipay, Dec. 12, 1873. 


Manche-ter Cambrian Sick and Buria! Society, Schoolroom, Welsh 
Chapel, Grosvenor fqaare, Chorlton-upon-Medio-k, Lancashire. 
J 


Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Fripar, Dec, 12, 1873. 

Bird, William Henry, Elizabeth place, North Brixton, Builder, 
Bird v Bird, V.C. Hall. Church, Bedford row 

Congdon, Robert, Fowey, Cornwall, Gent. Jai5. Congdon v Broken- 
shaw, M.R. Barnard and Co, Lancaster place, Strand 

Hawke, Edward Henry, Tolguila. near Scorrier, Cornwall. Feb 10. 
Hawke v Hawke, V.C. Bacon. Bask, New square, Lincoln’s ina 

Hubbard, Elizabeth, Sackville st, Piccadilly. Jan 13. James v Sind- 
ford, V.C. Hall. Ailen and Son, Carlisle st, soho square 

Jones, Richard,and Jane Jones, Wrexham, Denbigh, Jan7. Jones 
v Poweil, V.C. Malins, Jones, Conway 

Lewthwaite, Joseph, Halifax, Yorkshire, Mathematical Teacher. Jan 
15. Lewthwaite v Lewthwaite, V.C, Hall. Norris and Co, Halifax 

Nizon, Charles, Liston rd, Clapham, Civil Engineer. Jan 13. Deunis 
v Nixon, V.C. Hall. Radcliff and Co. Craven st, Strand 

Power, Edward, Gloucester, Printer. Jan 12, Power v Williams, M.R. 
Fryer, Gloucester 

Whittaker, Robert, Oldham, Lancashire, Cotton Spinner. 
Hadwen v Kerworthy, M.R. Tweedale, Oldham 


Creditors under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 85. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Tvespar, Dec, 9, 1873. 


Amys,John Dunham, Epping, Essex, Attorney. Feb 7. 
Pearson, Redgrove, Epping 

Barfoot, Amos, Tunbridge Wells, Kent, Accountant, Jan 1. 
Tonbridge Wells 

Baylis, Henry, Chaceley, Worcester, Retired Farmer. 
Taynton and Son, Gloucester 

Brown, Serah George, Woodbridge, Suffolk. Jan 15. Welton, 
Woodbridge 

Bull, James, Clifton, Bristol, First Clerk in I.M. Customs. Jan 15. 
Rickarde and Anson, Bristol 

Balliman, Richard, Newnham, Northampton, Retired Servant. Jan 1. 
Roche, Daventry 

Chapman, Martha, Cambridge square, Hyde Park. Nov 26. Fladgate, 
Ciarke, and Smith, Craven st strand 

Feb 2, Maddison, jun, 


Chevallier, Key Temple, Durham, Canon. 
Durham 
Se. cae Beaminster, Dorset, Builder. Jan 28. Leigh, 


Jani. 


Jan 12. 


William 
Cripps, 
Jan 20. 





: —= a 
Clement, Richard, Wilton crescent, Knightsbridge. Jan 15, Tweedie, 
Lincoin’s ino 


Clews, Daniel Farmer, Cradley, Hereford, Farmer. Jan 27, Norrig, 
Tenbury ry 

Cooper, Miles Manning Beale, Great Malvern, Worcester, Bolicitor, 
Feb 7. Ward and Coopers, Newcastle-under-Lyme 

Dibb, Elizabeth Adelaide, Bramley, York. Jan15. Calvert, York 

Dodgson, James, Killingworth, Northumberland, Grocer. Jan 0, 
Chartresand You!l, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Edmiston, Charles Spyns, Charing cross, Waterproofer. Jan 31, 
Groves, Great George st, Westminister 

England, William, St Ann’s rd, Brixtonrd, Gent. Feb. Withall ang 
Compton, Great George st, Westminster 

Firn, John, Leicester, Builder. March 3. Haxby, Leicester 

Gardner, James, Oxford st, Naturalist. March 2. Goren, South 
Molton st 

Haynes, Edmund Roger, Riding House st, Portland place, Livery Stabig 
Keeper. Jan17. James, Curtis, and James, Ely place, Holborn 

Hopkinson, Thomas, El'on, Bury, Lancashire, Wine and Spirit 
Merchant. Jan 9. Potter and Knight, Manchester 

Hunter, Edwin, Sheffield, Scissor Manufacturer. Jan 14. Burbeary 
and Smith, Shettield fs 

Jenkinson, George, Belford, Northumberland, Incumbent of Lowick, 
Jan 15. Sanderson, Berwick-upon-Tweed 

Lands, Christopher, Austin rd, Battersea, Carpenter. Dec 13, 
Wastell, Cecil st, Strani 

Love, Henry, Saint Peter’s st, Mile End, Builder. Jan 6. Braund, 
Furnival’s inn 

Martin, William Campbell, Windsor terrace East, Brixton, Surveyor, 
Jan 1. Copp, Essex st, Strand 

Morris, Nathaniel, Bolton-le-Moors, Lancashire, Shopkeeper. Jan8, 
Greenhalgh and Finney, Bolton-le-Moors 

Nedham, Susannah Sirah, Leicestershire. March 2. Dalton and 
Salisbury, Leicestershire 4 

Parish, Mary Ann, Gravelly Hill, March 1, 
Sanders and Smith, Dudley 

Rowbottom, William, Elizabeth mews, England lane, Harverstock 
Hill, Coachman, Jan 22. Robinson, Gresham house, Old Broad st 

Talbot, Henry, Oakland, near Kidderminster, Worcester, Esq. Jan 15, 
Talbot, Kidderminster 

Thomson, Bridget Forbes, Poole. Feb5. Aldrige and Harker, Poole 

Tomson, Richard, Leicestershire, Gent. Feb10. Toller and Sons, 
Leicestershire 

Trotusn, Thomas, Northleach, Gloucester, Yeoman. Stiles, 

Weyman, 


neat Birmingham. 


June I, 

Northleach 

Tudge, Charles, Llauvair Hall, Salop, Farmer. Dec 3l. 
Ludlow 

Wates, Edward, Milton-next-Gravesend, Kent, Solicitor. Jan $81, 
Hooke and Sireet, Lincoln’s-inn-fields 

William, James, St Weonard’s, Hereford, Farmer. Feb1l. James 
and Bodenham, Hereford 

Wileon, Jane, Field Broughton, Jan 15. 
Norris and Sons, Liverpoo!, 

Wilton, Joseph, Great Dunmow, Essex, Tsilor. Dee 31. Snell, Great 
Dunmow 


Cartmel, Luancashire. 


Fripay, Dec. 12, 1873. 
Atkinson, George, Hall hill, Kirkby Stephen, Westmorland, Farmer. 
Jan 12. Preston, Kirkby Stephen 
Besant, John James, Dorchester, Dorset, Brewer. Feb7. Lock and 
Ballarat East, 


Son, Dorchester 2 
Victoria, Journalist. Dee 1. 
Flux and Leadbitter. Lead euhall at 


Besemeres, William, 

Bovill, Right Hon. Sir William, Lord Chief Justice of the Common 
Pleas, Eccleston square. Jan 12. Robbins, New square, Lincoln’s 
on 


| 

Cooper, William, Rve Hill, Peckham Rye, Gzntleman. Jan 3l. 
Edmunds, St, Bride’s avenue, Fleet st 

Currie, John, Newcasvle-upon-Tyne, Draper. 
Newcastie-upon-Tyne 

Dagnell, James, Portsea, 
Edgcombe and Cole, Portsea 

Dixon, William, Morley, York, Retired Tradesman. Jan9. Scatherd, 
Leeds. 

Ginn, Francis, Chatham, Kent, Gentleman. Jan 20. Hubbard, 
Southampton buildings, Chancery lane 

Green, James, Ambleside, Westmorland, Butcher. Jan 24. Bolton 

Haslam, Charles, Henley-on-Thames, Oxford, Ironfounder. Jan 14. 
Barrett, Finsbury circus 

Hedges, Thomas, Walsall, Stafford, Licensed Victualler. June 24, 
Wilkinson, and Gillespie, Walsatl 

Hickman, Thomas, St John-st-rd, Brushmaker. Feb 11. Taylor and 
Co, Furnival’s inn ; 

Hilliar, John, Birmingham, Gentleman. Jan 3i. York, Birmingham 

Hyde, Mary; Birmingham. Feb 1. Griffin, Birmingham 

Liddell, James, Gateshead, Durham, Clothier. Jan 12. Johnston, 
Neweastle-upon-Tyne 

Millner, Rev. William, Mornington rd, Regent’s Park. Jan 20, Yard, 
and er, Raymond buildings, Gray’s inn é 

Mole, John, Birmingham, Jeweller. March |, Baker, Birmingham 

Ladlay, Wiiliam, Great Musgrave, Westmorland, Yeoman, Jao 12. 
Preston, Kirkby Stephen 

Nicholson, William, Newbiggin, Westmorland, Schoolmaster, Jan 12. 
Preston, Kirkby Stephen 

Paget, Charles, Ruddington Grange, Feb 9, 
nfield, Nottingham 

Parsonson, Walter, Nether Edge, Sheffield, Librarian. Jan 17, 
Bramley, Sheffield 

Phillips, George, Lombard st, Hotel Keeper. Jan20. Potter, King st, 


apside 
rn Jon, iow Jan 11, 
combe and Cole, Portsea 

Pyer, James Henry, Liverpool, Estate Agent. Wright 
and Co, Liverpool 

Roberts, Wiliiam, Liverpool, Shipowner. Jan 7, 

Kumsey, James Richard, Brighton, Sussex, Gent. 
and Williams, Brighton 


Jan 12, Johnson, 


Southampton. Bootmaker. Jan 17, 


Nottingham, Esq. 


Hotelkeeper. 
Jan 25, 


Landport, Southampton, 


Mason, Live 
Jan 12, 


rpool 
Uooper 

Tagart, Thomas Blake, Lee, Kent, Gentieman, Jan 12, Cattarns 
and Co, Mark Jano 
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Talbot, George Tertius, Bridgewater, Somerset, Gentlemen. Dec 31. 
Carslake and Barham, Bridgewater 
Tee, Thomas Cecil terrace, ‘Wood Green, Linen Merchant. Jan 16. 
Marriott, and Woodal!, Manchaster 
Webb, Colonel Edward Arthur Henry, Bath. Feb 8, Gibbs, Bath 
mghby, Henry, Dartmouth grove, Blackhea‘h, Esq. 
16. Willoughby, Lancaster place, Strand 


Bankrupte. 
Fripay, Dec. 12, 1873. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 
3 Crescent, Stamford Hill, Builder. 


Jan 


Evans, Griffiths E Pet Dec 9. 
Hazlitt. Dec 23 at 
Hazard. George, a. plese, Commercial rd, Draper. Pet Dec 10. 
Spring-Rice. Jan 13 at 11 
Howse, H W_. Staple iun, Holborn, Chemist. Pet Dec 10. Spring- 
Rice. Jan 8 at ll 
Truman, William Samuel, Botolph lane, Eastcheap, Wine Merchant. 
Pet Dec 10. Roche. Jan 15 at il 
ToSurrender in the Country. 
Carter, Thomas, Birmingham, Cattle Salesman. Pet Dec 4. 
ler. Birmingham, Jan 6 at 2 
Elam, ee Liverpool, Builder. Pet Dec 10. Watson. Liverpool, 
Dec 30 at 
Sees Runham, Norfolk, Sailmaker.. Pet Dec 8. Walker. 
Great Yarmouth, Jan 3 at 12 
Guy, Henry, Clifton, York, Commission Agent. Pet Dec 8. Perkins. 
Pet 
Pet Dec 9. 


Chaunt- 


York, Dec 23 

May, William, Barrow-in-Furness, ve eey me! Shipping Agent. 
Dee 6. Postlethwaite. Ulverston, Jan 2 at 

Planck, Joseph, Wilham, Trowbridge, Wiits, Builder. 
Smith, Bath. Dee 24 at I 

TuespaY, Dec. 16, 1873, 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors niust forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London, 

awe, ener, Boroug: Market, Fruit Salesman. Pet Dec 13. Roche. 
Jan 22 

Valliamy, eos. Gracechurchst,Sarveyor, Pet Dez 13. 
l5at 12 

Watte, Henry, St John st, West Smithfield, Coffee house kezper. 
Dec 12. Murray. Jan9 at 12 

To Surrender in the Country. 

Hudson, Heron, Birmingham, Provision Merchant. 
Chauntler. Birmingham, Dec 30 at 10.30 

Johnson, Elizabeth, Harborne, Staffurd. Pet Nov 26. 
a mommy Dec 30 at 10.30 

Lee, Thomas, Manchester, Tob ist. Pet Dec 12. Kay. Man- 
chester, Jan 9 at 9. .30 

Pugh, Mary, * hest Pet Dec Il. Kay. 
Tonobester. Jan 7 at 9.30 

Williams, Thomas Seymour, Wyrley, Stafford, Desler in Sheffield 

is. Pet Dec 11, Clarke. Walsall, Jan 6 at 11 


BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED 
Fripa f, Dee, 12, 1873. 
Davenport, Edmund Sharrington, Bucknill, Salop, a Agent. Nov 26 
Fitesimons, John, Liverpool, out of business. Nov 2 
MeOoy, George Liverpool, Hardware Merchant. os 5 


Liquidation by Arrangement. 


FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Frivar, Dec. 12, 1873, 

Akroyd, Samuel, Halifax, York, Butcher, Dec 22 at 4 at offices of 
Storey, Cheapside, Halifax 

Atkinson, Joseph Freeman, Southsea, Hants, Retired Navigating 

tenant. Dec 31 at 3 at offices of Cousins and Burbridge, St 

Thomas’s st, Portsmouth 

Beck, Charles, St John st rd, Clerkenwell. Dec 16 at 12 at offices of 
Hudgett’s, Gresham «t. Gray, Gresham st 

Bissell, William, Birmingham, Axle Manufacturer. Dec 22 at 12 at 
offices of Collis, Bonnett’s hill, Birmingham 

Blick, James, Regent’s Park rd, "Gent. Dec 29 at 2 at office of Vernede, 
Craven st, Strand 

Bonbernard, Louis, St Benet’s eras. Gracechurch * Commission Agent. 
Jan 6 at 2 at the Chainber of Commerce, Cheapside 

Bowyer, George Joseph, Brecknook terrace, Camden rd, Gent. Dec 22 
lt at the London Tavern, Bishopsgate st. Crowther, Queen st, 


ide 
Cliffe, John George, M , Oo Agent. Jan 7 at3 at 
office of Barling, Townhall buildings, King st, Manchester 
Croucher, James, Southampton, Baker. Dec 24 at 12 at offices of 
Robins, Portland st, Southam ton 
George, Parchmore rd, Thornton Heath, Builder, Jan 2 at 12 
* Mullen’s Hotel, Tronmonger lane, Pullen, Harp lane, Great 
wer st 
Dillon, Foster Crewe, Tunstall, Stafford, Clock Maker. Dec 24 at 11 at the 
of the Registrar of the Court, Cheapside. Hanley. Hollins- 


Tanstal 
Peg eg Garstor, Lancashire, Innkeeper. Jan 3 at 2 at offices 
of Lowe, Castle st, Liverpool 
r, John, Birmingham, Baker. Dec 22 at 3 at offices of Parry, 
nnett’s hill, Birmingham 
Evans, William, Caebricks, Swansea, Glamorgan, Commission Agent, 
Dec 23 at 11 at offices of Davies and Hartland, Rutland st, Swansea 
Fulwood, Edward, Queen's square, St James’s Park, Civil Engineer, 
Dec 24'at 12 at the London ‘avern, Bishopsgate st Within. Keene 
and ne, Thomas Lower Thames st 
i Tooley st, Southwark, Harness paper. Dee 23 at 12 
of Nind. 8t Benet place, Gracechu 
John Overland, tone, Norfolk, bares Dec 22 at 12at 


Roche. Jan 


Pet 


Pet July 15. 
Chauntler. 








near M 


host leat 








Market nty Court ‘House, Downham Market. Reed, Downham | ost 


Gass, Frederick, Bartholomew close, Manufacturer. Dec 30 at2 at th 
Chamber of Commerce, Cheapside. Chidley, Old Jewry 

Giles, William, Revruth, Cornwall, no oceupation. Dec 20 
Paull’s Hotel, Chacewater, Trevena, Redruth 

Gill, Thomas, Taanton, Somerset, Whitesmith. Dec 30 at 1 at offices of 
Reed and Cook, Paul st, Taunton 

Goodall, Edward Philp, Hanley, Stafford, Commercial Traveller. Dee 
24 at 11 at oftices of Tomkinson, Hanover st, Barsiem 

Gray, John, Lea Brooks, Derby, Furniture Manufacturer. Dec3! at 12 
at the Bleck Boy Hotel, Long row, Nottingham. Thurman, 


at 3 at 


Alfreton 
Hamilton, William Henry, Cardiff, Glamorgan, Corn Merchant. Dee 
24 at 11 at office of Barnard and Co, Crockherbtown, C»rdiff 
Heatley, John, Liverpool, Fruiterer. jec 24 at 2 at office of Gibson 
and Bolland, South John at, Liverpool. Williams, Liverpool 
Horton, George, Birmingham, Pearl Button Manufacturer. Dec 24 at 
12 at office of Fallows, Cherry st, Bir ningham 
Howorth, ‘Thomas, and James Howorth, Stacksteads, Lancashire, 
| sae dengue Dec 30 at 3 at offizes of Saie and Co, Booth st 
ster 
Hutchinson, James, Manchester, Coal Dealer. 
Falstaff Hotel, Market place, Manchester 
Isaacs, Lewis, Birmingham, Boarding house Keeper. 
offices of Burton, Union passage, Birmingham 
Javal, Edward Cremieu, Lewes, Sussex, no occupation. 
offices of Smith, Gresham house, Old Broad st 
Jewell, John, Plymouth, Devon, Boot Manufacturer. 
Offices of Edmonds and Son, Parade, Piymou*h 
Jones, James Maurice, Luton, Be !ford, Grocer. 
Scargill, Serjeants’ inn, Chancery lane 
Keatley, George, Sutton Coldfield, Warwick, Farmer. 
offices of Fallows, Cherry st, Birmingham 
Keller, John Anton, Bloomfield rd, Burdett rd, Bow, Japanner. 
Slat 11 at offices of Brighten, Bishopsgate st Without 
Kitchener, Thomas, Chippenham, Wilts, Doctur. Dec 24 at 10 at St 
Pr st, Chipperbam. Bartrum, Bath 
Knight, George, Gray’s inn rd, Law Stationer. 
of Parker, Lombard court 
fiausenee, Thomas, Woolaston, Worcester, Shopkeeper. 
Offices of Addison, High st, Brierley hill 
Lawson, Edwin George, and Henry Lawson, Birmingham, Tobacconists, 
Dec 23 at 3 at office of Fallows, Cherry st, Birmingham 
Leonard, Edward, Aston-juxta-Birminghim, Warwick, out of business. 
Dec 19 at 12 at office of Kennedy, Waterloo st, Birmingham 
Luckman, Charies James, Silver st, Commission Agent. Dec 29 at 2at 
offices of Ladbury and Co, Cheapside. Davidson and Co, Basinghall st. 
Macdonald, Duncan George Forbes, Eastbourne, Sussex, Gent. Dec 24 
at 10 at the Crown Hotel, Lewes. Barrow, Leadenhall st 
McLean, John, Sulford, Lancashire, Builder. D:c 29 at 3 as 15, 
Dickinson st, Manchester. Bond and Son, Manchester 
Mears, Isaac, Burfield st, Hammersmith, Gasfitter. Dec 29 at 4 at 
Offices of Parker, Cambridg : rd. Hammersmith 
Mitchell, Alfred, Gloucester, Hosier. Dec 23 at 12 atthe Bell Hotel, 
Gloucester. burrup and Coren, Gloucester 
Mitchell, Walter, and Henry South, Motley st, Curtain rd, Bedroom 
Furniture Manofacturers. Jan 8 atl at 10, City rd. Roscoe and 
Co, King st, Finsbury square 
Molony, John, Brick lane, Spitalfield, Stationer. 
of Copp, Essex st, Strand 
Moore, John, Beaufort buildings, Strand, Printer. Dec 22 at 1! at 
offices of Lomax, Jermyn st, St Jamev’s, Morris, Leicester square 
Murphy, Neil, Wolverhampton, Stafford, Fishmonger. Dec 23 at 10,30 
at offices of Stratton, Queen st, Wolverhampton 
O'Kiley, George Francis, Mansfield, Nottingham, Draper's Assistant. 
Dec 29 at 3 at office of Hogg, Nottingham ri, Mansfield 
Parish, Alexander, Southampton rd, Kentish Town, Builder. 
at 2 at offices of Rod well, Chancery lane 
Pike, John, Brixon rd, Gent. Dec 22 at 3 at office of Manning, Great 


Dec 26 at 3 at the 
Dec 24 at 10 at 

Dec 29 at 2 at 
Dec 27 at ll at 
Dec 22 at 1 at office of 
Dec 19 at 12 at 


Dee 


Dec 20 at 11 at ofices 


Dec 19 at 3 at 


Dac 22 at 2 at office 


Dec 29 


George at 
Plowman, William, and William Taylor, Wandsworth rd, Grocers. 
Dec 23 at 2 at office of Harper and Co, Rood lare 


Rippin, Ames, and Joseph Rippin, Geddington, Northampton, 
urriers. Dec 29 at 12 at offices of Rawlias, Market Harborough 
Rodman, George, Bristol, Cabinet Maker. Dec 23 at !1 at office of 
Essery, Guildhall, Broad st, Bristol 

Rose, William, Midd'esborough, York, Stocktaker. 
office of Bennison and Co, Station st, Middlesborough. 

Rossington, Joseph William, Boston, Lincoln, Builder, 
office Dyer, Church lane, Boston 

Roxborgh, William, Kingston-on-Thames, Surrey, Draper. 
at 32 at offices of Bennett, Friday st 

Salvidge, Jame?, Bristol, Licensed Victualler. 
of Essery, Guildhall, Broad st, Bristol 

Sambrook, John, and Samuel Sambrook, Stoke-upon-Trent, Stafford, 
— Dec 23 at 1! at offices of Stevensen, Brook et, Stoke-upon- 


Dec 22 at ll at 
Dodson 
Dec 23 at ll at 


Dee 24 
Dec 20 at 11 at offices 


Pm William, Liverpoo!, Marble Mason. 
berton, North John st, Liverpool 
Smith, Charles, Bristol, Commission Agent. Dec 22 at 11 at offices of 
Downing, All Saints lane, Exchange, Bristol 
Stacy, Samuel, and Benjamin Stacy, High st, Shoreditch, Stationers, 
Dec 2 at9 at the Guildhall Coffee House, Grosham st. Angell 
Stephens, Sampson, Penryn, Cornwall, Wine Merchant. Dec 27 at 12 
at the Inus of Court Hotel, Holborn, Jenkins, Pearyn 
Stephenson, Charles, Huddersfield, York, Cabinet Maker. Dee Watli 
at offices of Berry, Market place, Huddersfield 
Stone, Francis, Oxford, Builder. Dec 22 at 11 at St Michael’s chambers, 
Ship st, Oxford. Hurford and Taylor 
Swindells, John, Manchester, Innkeeper. Dec 24 at 10 at offices of 
Marlow, Cross et, Manchester 
T lor, ~ ——— Cheshire, Publican, Dec 23 at 11 at the Royal 
ton 
irk John, Bowling, Bradford, York, Builder. Dec Slat Il at 
offices of Lancaster and Wright, Manor row, Bradford 
John, Birkenhead, Cheshire, Draper. Doo 26 at 3 at ofloes 
— — at, Birkenhead 
Dee 23 at 


uae uel Fielden, Waleden, Lancashire, Warp Sizer. 
3a ‘meee of Shippey, Cooper st, Manchester 


Dec 29 at 3at offices of 
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Vickers, Charles, Birstall, York, Manufacturer of Chains. Dee 23 at 
10 at offices of Wooler, Exchange build: Commercial st, " 

Waggett, Alfred, Green st, Grosvenor square, Tailor. Jan 2 at 12 at 
offices of Richards, Warwick st, Regent st 

West, Henry, Oxford, Carpenter. Dec 31 at 1 at offices of Thompson, 
Church st, St Ebbes, Oxford 

Williams, John, Shrewsbury, out of business. Dec 23 at 11 at offices of 
Morris, Swan hill, Shrewsbury 


Torspay, Dec. 16, 1873, 

Acres, William, Standon, Hertford, Farmer. Dec 30 at 2 at offices of 
Digby, Lincoln's inn fields 

Arnoulin, Edward, St John st, Clerkenwell, Glass Shade Manufacturer. 
Jan 5 at !2 at offices of Smith, Great James st 

Ashworth, John, and Richard Halstead, Spotland, Lancashire, 
Builders. Dec 30 at 2 at the Wheatsheaf Inn, Fennel st, Manchester. 
Hall and Baldwin, Clitheroe 

Baker, William, Southwick, Sussex, Baker. Dec 27 at 12 at offices of 
Bertie, Great James st, Bedford row 

Black, William, Manchester, Commission Agent. Dec 29 at 3 at the 
Clarence Hotel, Spring gardens, Manchester, Woolley, Manchester 

Bradley, Francis, Rochdale, Lancashire, Publican. Dee 29 at 3 at the 
Hare and Hotnds Inn, Yorkshire st, Rochdale Lomax, Rochdale 

Brown, Saul, Sunderland, Durham, Jeweller. Dec 29 at 3 at offices of 
Hope, John st, Sunderland 

Burley, Henry Rawson, High st, Wandsworth, Fruiterer. Jan 8 at 3 
at 10, Trinity st, Southwark. Ody 

Carney, Catherine, Liverpool, Manager for a Poultry Dealer. Jan 6 at 
3 at offices of Vine, Dale st, Liverpool. Ritson, Liverpool 

Dale, Henry Augustus, Bedford, Private Hotel Keeper. Dec 30 at 11 at 
offices of Tebbs, Sc Peter’s green, Bedford 

Darbyshire, William, Southport, Lancashire, Plumber. Dee 30 at 11 at 
offices of Walton, Townhall, Southport 

Dunn, William, Saltburn-by-the-Sea, York, Painter. Dec 29 at 11 at 

the Temperence Hotel, Bridge st West, Middlesborough 

East, Edward, Birmingham, Gunmaker. Dec 30 at 12 at offices of Rooke, 
Colmore row, Birmingham 

Edwards, John, and Ernst Heinrich Westphal, Great Tower st, Com- 
mission Merchants. Dec 30 at 12 at offices of M‘Leod and Watney, 
London st, Fenchurch st 

Elliott, William Richard, Piymonth, Devon, Millwright. Dec 29 at 1 
at offices of Wilkes, George st, Plymouth. Chilcott, Tavistock 

Eschle, Fridolin, Swansea, Glamorgan, Watchmaker. Dec 29 at 11 at 
offices of Davies and Hartland, Ratiand st, Swansea 

Gravely, Charles Ewart, Brighton, Sussex, Provision Merchant. Dee 30 
at 3 at offices of Lamb, Ship st. Brighton 

Graham, Robert, Dudley, Worcester, Draper. Dec 30 at 10.30 at offices 
of Barrow, Queen st, Wolverhampton 

Green, Frederick, Lower Wandsworth rd, Cheesmonger. 
at Peele’s Coffee house, Fetter lane. 
emith 

Gregory, Stephen, Upper Brailes, Warwick, Brick and Tile M anufac- 
turer. Jan 3 at 3at offices of Crosby, Fish st, Banbury 

Griffin, John, and Henry William Rudd, Birmingham, Glass Manuo- 
facturers. Dee 29 at 11.30 at offices of Duke, Christ Church passage, 
Birminghan 

Griffin, William, Ledbury, Hereford, Sargeon. Dec 29 at 12 at the 
Feathers Hotel, Ledbury. Corbett, Worcester 

Hales, John, Wolverhampton, Stafford, Fruiterer. 
of Barrow, Queen st, Wolverhampton 

Hanberg, Havry William, Vincent Wharf, Dod st, Limehouse, Tin 
Merchant. Dec30 at 2at offices of Learoyd and Learo yd, South st, 
Finsbury 

Haskins, Hester, Bridge Yate, Gloucester, outof business. Dec 24 at 3 
at offices of Peterson, Exchange buildings, Bristo! 

Haworth, James, Thomas Haworth, and Robert Haworth, Haslingden, 
Lancashire, Cotton Spinners. Dec 29 at 3 at the Derby Arms Hotel, 
Bury. Handeley and Artindale, Burnley 

Herrmann, Alexander, Brighton, Suss2x, Prestidigitateur. Dec 29 at 3 
at offices of Ciennell, Great James st, Bedford row. Brandreth, 
Brighton 

Hill, George Henry, Wednesbury, Stafford, out of business. Dec 29 at3 
at offices of Sheldon, Lower High st, Wednesbury 

Hockenbull, Robert, Sale, Cheshire, Nursery Gardener. Jan 7 at 11 at 

Jan 7 at LI at 93 Middle st, Deal. 


Dec 3! at 11 
Marshal, King st, Hammer- 


Jan 5 at 11 at offices 


offices of Simpson, Brazennose st, Manchester 
— James, Deal, Kent, Grocer. 
rew 


Holloway, Thomas, Barrow-in-Furness, Lancashire, Chain Maker, 
Dec 29 at Il at the Ship Hotel, Barrow-in-Furness. J 
Ulverston 

Howse, Charles, Chippenham, Wilts, Auctioneer, Dec 30 at 11 at the 
White Lion Hotel, Chippenham. Dyer, Bath 

Hughes, Richard, Bunbury Heath, Cheshire, Mill Stone Manufacturer. 
Dec 30 at 2 at offices of Bellringer, North John st, Liverpool 

Ireland, Thomas Robert, Theobald’s rd, Holbora, Baker. Jan 8 at 2 at 
offices of Brown, Basinghall st 

Jackson, Miles, Chester,Coal Merchant. Dec 31 at 2 at offices of 
Churton, Eastgate buildings, Chester 

Johnson, William Henry, Lewes, Sussex, Surgeon. Dee 29 at 10.30 at 
offices of Smith, Gresham House, Old Broad st 

Jones, lies, Rhosymedre, Denbigh, Grocer. Dec 29 at 2 at offices of 
Evans and Lockett, Commerce chambers, Lord st, Liverpool 

Lange, Danie! Larsen, Trinity square, Tower hill, Tailor. Dec 30 at 3 
at offices of Ellis and Crossfleid, Mark lane 

Lawton, Joseph, Middlesborough, York, Dealer in Millinery. Jan 2 
at 3 at offices of Addenbrooke, Zetland rd, Middlesborough 

Learoyd, Jane, Huddersfieid, York, Private Lodging house Keeper. 
oe 31 at 3 at offices of Learoyd and Learoyd, Buxton rd, Hudders- 

e 

Long, John Craven, Eecleshill, York, Blacksmith. Dec 31 at 3 at 
office of Fawcett and Malcolm, Park row, Leeds 

Lynden, Edwin, Lowestott, Suffolk, Smack Owner. Jan 5 at 12 at 
offices of Archer, London rd, Lowestoft 

Masts, Elizabeth, Regent st, Milliner, Dec 24 at 32 at 298, Regent st. 

cock 

Matthews, William James, Newman st, Oxford st, Dressing Case 


Manufacturer. Jan 8 at 2 at 14, Southampton Bloomsbury. 
Routh and Stacey ' ie . 


? 














Maxwell, John, Bury, Lancashire, Cotton Waste Bleach er. Decg9 a 
3 at office of Hall and Rutter, Acresfield, Bolton 

Millard, Annie, Bridge st, Kilburn, General shop Keeper. Dee 31 at¢ 
at offices of Ablett, Cambridge terrace, Hyde Park 

Morris, Henry, Liverpool, Joiner. Jan 5 at 3 at office of Harper, Cable 


st, Liverpool 

Nicholson, William, Grayshot rd, Wandsworth, Gent. Dec 23 at 12 a¢ 
offices of Reed and Lovell, Basinghall st 

Oliver, Walter, tong York, Tailor. Dec 29 at !1 at offices of 
Hunton and Bolsover, High st, Stockton-on-Tees 

Palethorpe, Thomas, Nottingham, Agent. Dec 31! at 12 at offices of 
Shelton, St Peter’s Church walk, Nottingham 

Parry, Samuel, Wombourn, Stafford, day Dealer. 
offices of Barrow, Queen st, Wolverhampton 

Phillips, Thomas Edward, Birmingham,Cooper. Dec 30 at 12 at offices 
of Griffin, Bennett’s hill, Birmingham 

Price, Rees, Llandewibrefi, Cardigan, Commission Agent. Dec 27a ¢ 
10.30 at offices of Griffiths, Spilman st, Carmarthen 

Rands, Thomas, Ealing Common, Licensed Victualler. Jan 5 at2 at 
offices of Pittman, Guildhall chambers, Basinghall st 

Riley, Henry, and John Clegg, Accrington, Lancashire, Contractors, 
Dec 30 at 2 at offices of Bannister, Manchester rd, Accrington, 
Nowell, Burnley 

Rothwell, John, and James William Clarke, Ealing, Builders. Dee 2% 
at 11 at office of Kent and Co, Basinghall st. Warrand, Ludgate hill 

Sainsbury, William Marsden, Fairfield, near Liverpool, out of business, 
Dec 29 at 2 at office of Gibson and Bolland, South John st, Live 

Sims, Reuben, Barrow-in-Furness, Lancashire, Wine Merchant. 
= at 2at the Victoria Hotel, Fishergate, Preston. Gilbertson, 

reston 

Smuthwaite, Thomas, Almorah rd, Islington, Mantle Manufacturer, 
Dec 31 at 12 at offices of Child, South square, Gray’s inn 

Spode, Martha, Chester, Furniture Broker. Dec 29 at 3 at offices of 
Nordon, Bridge st row East, Chester 

Spurway, James, Colyford, Devon, Publican, Jan 6 at 12 at the 
Dolphin Inn, Colyton. Wilton, Colyton 

Storey, William Hollingworth, Navenby, Linco'n, Cordwainer. Jan 3 
at 4 at offices of Jay, Bank st, Lincoln, Toynbee aad Larken, 
Lincoln 

Sugden, William, Steeton-in-Craven, York, Grocer. Dec 24 at 11 at. 
officss of Rawson and Co, Piccadilly, Bradford. Wright and Water- 
worth, Keighley 

Swainson, William, New Marske, Durham, Wood Turner. Dec 29 at 
12 at offices of Hunton and Bolsover, High st, Stockton-on-Tees 


Dec 29 attl at 





Taylor, William, Gayton, Norfolk, Blacksmith.. Dec 30 ut 12 at office - 


of Glasier and Mason, King st, King’s Lynn 

Tesseyman, John Martin, Kingston-upon-Hall, Fishing Smack Owner, 
Dec 29 at 2 at offices of Laverack, County buildings, Land of Green 
Ginger, Kingston-upon-Hull 

Thompson, Edmund, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Hat Dealer. Jan 2 at 12 at 
offices of Clavering, Bigg Market, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Watmough, William, Manchester, Plumber. Dec 29 at 3 at offices of 
Sale and Co, Booth st, Manchester 

Weils, William, Maidenhead, Berkshire, out of business. Jan 6 at 2.30 
at the White Horse, High st, Maidenhead. Burr, St Mary’s square, 
Paddington 

Whalley, John William, Blackburn, Lancashire, Book keeper. Jan? 
at 3 at offices of Hall and Holland, Northgate, Blackburn 

Wilcox, James Joseph, Brighton, Sussex, Baker, Dec 30 at 11 at office 
of Mills, New rd, Brighton 

Young, Samuel, Birmingham, Brushmaker. Dee 29 at 10.30 at offices 
cf Duke, Christ Church passage, Birmingham 

Zswybaum, Abram Bear, Beaumont square, Mile End rd, Builder. Jam 
6 at 3 at offices of Ingle and Co, Threadneedle st 








UNERAL REFORM.— The exorbitant items 
of the Undertaker’s bill have long op?rated as an oppressive tax 
upon all classes of the community. With a view of applying a remedy 
to this serious evil the LONDON NECROPOLIS COMPANY, whem 
opening their extensive cemetery at Woking, held themselves prepared 
to undertake the whole duties relating to interments at fixed and 
moderate scales of charge, from which survivors may choose according 
to their means and the requirements of the case. The Company also 
undertakes the conduct of Funerals to other cemeteries, and to all parts 
of the United Kingdom. A pamphlet containing full particulars 
be obtained, or will be forwarded, upon application to the Chiet Oftles, 2 
Lancaster-place, Strand, W.C. 


ADAME TUSSAUD'S EXHIBITION, 
BAKER-STREET.—Great Attractions. —The OARRIAGE used 
by NAPOLEON III. at Metz, Chalons, and Sedan, with numerous relics 
of the campaign of 1870. Portrait Models of MARSHALS BAZAINE 
and McMAHON, M. THIERS, FRANCIS JOSEPH of AUSTRIA, and 
the SHAH of PERSIA, with the original autograph and testimonial 
presented to Madame Tussaud and Sons, July 3rd, 1873, asa souvenir 
of His Imperial Majesty’s visit, are now added ; also, new superb and 
costly Court dresses, Admission, 1s, Children under ten, 6d, Extra 
rooms, 6d. Open from 10 a.m, till 10 p.m. 


OYAL PULYTECHNIC.—Travellers’ Safety.— 
TWO new LECTURES—the first, SAFETY AT SEA (in which 
will be discussed the best method of lowering boats); the second 
ture, SAFETY ON LAND (in which railway matters will be discussed) 
will shortly follow. Mr, Howard Paul during the week. Jane Con- 
quest. Sugar and the Silber Light, by Professor Gardner, Domestic 
a Mr. King. Other entertainments. Open 12 und 7. Ad- 
mission ls, 











MPROVED and ECONOMIC OOOKERY.—Use 
LIEBIG COMPANY’S EXTRACT OF MEAT as" stock” for beef 

tea, soups,made dishes and sauces; gives fine flivour and great 
strength. Invariably adopted in households when fairly tried. 
Cavitox,—Genuine only with Baron Liebig’s facsimile across label. 
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